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Report 
of the 
Proceedings of the 
Judicial Conference 
of the 
United States 


March 16, 1992 


Washington, D. C. 
1992 


JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 
28 U.S.C. 331 
§ 331 Judicial Conference of the United States 


The Chief Justice of the United States shall summon annually the chief judge of each judicial circuit, 
the chief judge of the Court of International Trade, and a district judge from each judicial circuit to a 
conference at such time and place in the United States as he may designate. He shall preside at such 
conference which shall be known as the Judicial Conference of the United States Special sessions of the 
Conference may be called by the Chief Justice at such times and places as he may designate 


The district judge to be summoned from each judicial circuit shall be chosen by the circuit and 
district judges of the circuit at the annual judicial conference of the circuit held pursuant to section 333 of this 
title and shal! serve as a member of the conference tor three successive years, except that in the year following 
the enactment of this amended section the judges in the first, fourth, seventh, and tenth circuits shall choose 
a district judge to serve for one year, the judges in the second, fifth, and eighth circuits shall choose a district 
to serve for two years and the judges in the third, sixth, ninth, and District of Columbia circuits shall choose 
a district judge to serve for three years 


If the chief judge of any circuit,the chief judge of the Court of International Trade, or the district judge 
chosen by judges of the circuit is unable to attend, the Chief Justice may summon any other circuit or district 
judge from such circuit or any other judge of the Court of International Trade, as the case may be. Every judge 
summoned shall attend and, unless excused by the Chief Justice, shall remain throughout the sessions of the 
conference and advise as to the needs of his circuit or court and as to any matters in respect of which the 
administration of justice in the courts of the United States may be improved. 


The Conference shall make a comprehensive survey of the condition of business in the courts of the 
United States and prepare plans for assignment of judges to or from circuits or districts where necessary. It 
shall also submit suggestions and recommendations to the various courts to promote uniformity of 
management procedures and the expeditious conduct of court business. The Conference is authorized to 
exercise the authority provided in section 372(c) of this title as the Conference, or through a standing 
committee. If the Conference elects to establish a standing committee, it shall be appointed by the Chief 
Justice and all petitions for review shall be reviewed by that committee. The Conference or standing committee 
may hold hearings, take sworn testimony, issued subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum, and make 
necessary and appropriate orders in the exercise of its authority. Subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum shall 
be issued by the clerk of the Supreme Court or by the clerk of any court of appeals, at the direction of the 
Chiet Justice or his designee and under the seal of the court, and shall be served in the manner provided in 
rule 45(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure for subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum issued on behalf 
of the United States or an officer or any agency thereof. The Conference may also prescribe and modify rules 
for the exercise of the authority provided in section 372(c) of this title. All judicial ofticers and employees of 
the United States shall promptly carry into effect all orders of the Judicial Conference or the standing 
committee established pursuant to this section. 


The Conference shall also carry on a continuous study of the operation and effect of the general 
rules of practice and procedure now or hereafter in use as prescribed by the Supreme Court for the other 
courts of the United States pursuant to law. Such changes in and additions to those rules as the Conference 
may deem desirable to promote simplicity in procedure, fairness 11 administration, the just determination of 
litigation, and the elimination of unjustifiab'e expense and delay shall be recommended by the Conference from 
time to time to the Supreme Court for its consideration and adoption, modification or rejection, in accordance 
with law. 


The Judicial Conference shall review rules prescribed under section 2071 of this title by the courts, 
other than the Supreme Court and the district courts, for consistency with Federal law. The Judicial 
Conference may modify or abrogate any such rule so reviewed found inconsistent in the course of such a 
review. 


The Attorney General shall, upon request of the Chief Justice, report to such Conference on matters 
relating to the business of the several courts of the United States, with particular reference to cases to which 
the United States is a party. 


The Chief Justice shall submit to Congress an annual report of the proceedings of the Judicial 
Conference and its recommendations for legislation. 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


March 16, 1992 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, 
D.C., on March 16, 1992, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Stephen G. Breyer 
Chief Judge Francis J. Boyle, 
District of Rhode island 


Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge James L. Oakes 
Chief Judge Charles L. Brieant, 
Southern District of New York 
Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Dolores K. Sloviter 
Chief Judge John F. Gerry, 
District of New Jersey 


Fourth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Sam J. Ervin, Ill 
Judge W. Earl Britt, 
Eastern District of North Carolina 


Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 
Chief Judge Barefoot Sanders, 
Northern District of Texas 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt 
Judge Edward H. Johnstone,’ 
Western District of Kentucky 


Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Chief Judge Barbara B. Crabb, 
Western District of Wisconsin 
Eighth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Richard S. Arnold 
Chief Judge Donald E. O’Brien, 
Northern District of lowa 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge J. Clifford Wallace 
Chief Judge William D. Browning, 
District of Arizona 
Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Monroe G. McKay 
Judge Richard P. Matsch, 
District of Colorado 
Eleventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat 
Judge Anthony A. Alaimo, 
Southern District of Georgia 
District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Abner J. Mikva 


Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., 
District of Columbia 


‘Designated by the Chief Justice. 


Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Helen W. Nies 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Dominick L. DiCarlo 


Circuit Judges Damon J. Keith, Walter K. Stapleton, and Deanell Reece 
Tacha; Senior Circuit Judge Thomas M. Reaviey; District Judges Robert C. 
Broomfield, Gustave Diamond, Lloyd D. George, Wm. Terrell Hodges, Robert E. 
Keeton, Robert M. Parker, Sam C. Pointer, Jr., and Rya W. Zobel; and Senior 
District Judge Vincent L. Broderick attended the sessions of the Conference. 
Circuit Executives Vincent Flanagan, Steven Flanders, John P. Hehman, Samuel 
W. Phillips, Lydia Comberrel, James A. Higgins, Collins T. Fitzpatrick, June L. 
Boadwine, Gregory B. Walters, Eugene J. Murret, Norman E. Zoller, and Linda 
Finkelstein were also present at Conference sessions. 


The Solicitor General of the United States, Kenneth Starr, addressed the 
Conference on matters of mutual interest to the Department of Justice, the 
Congress, and the Conference. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did James E. 
Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; Robert E. 
Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; Karen K. Siegel, Judiciai 
Conference and Management Coordination Officer; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Chief, 
Judicial Conference Secretariat; and David A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. 
Judge William W Schwarzer and Russell R. Wheeler, Director and Deputy 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also attended the sessions of the 
Conference, as did Robb Jones, Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice; 
Jonathan Entin, Jeff Jackson, and Janice Sumler-Edmond, Judicial Fellows; and 
Justice Robert D. Nicholson of the Supreme Court of Western Australia. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, L. 
Ralph Mecham, presented to the Conference a brief report summarizing the 
business of the courts for the calendar year 1991. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Mecham reported that in 1991, total filings in the regional courts of 
appeals rose by more than eight percent to a record high of 44,465. The overall 
increase in appeals resulted, in part, from continued growth in crimine.. appeals 
from the U.S. district courts, which increased ten percent. Drug-related appeals, 
which accounted for 55 percent of all criminal appeals filed, increased 
approximately five percent over 1990. Appeals of decisions of the U.S. district 
courts on state and federal prisoner petitions rose nine percent. Bankruptcy 
appeals rose by more than 16 percent, due to the continued growth of cases 
in U.S. bankruptcy courts. Appeals of other civil and administrative agency 
cases increased slightly, while original proceedings declined slightly. The courts 
disposed of 41,905 appeais during the year, an increase of five percent from 
1990. Appeals terminated on the merits increased by 1,459 cases or seven 
percent and accounted for 55 percent of all dispositions. With filings again 
Ooutnumbering terminations, the pending caseload in the regiorial courts of 
appeals rose eight percent to 34,956. The increase in pending criminal appeals, 
which now number 10,253, was the major factor in the overall increase. 


In the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, filings rose nine 
percent from 1,474 in 1990 to 1,611. Appeals from the Merit Systems Protection 
Board increased 13 percent and accounted for 49 percent of the total filings. 
Over 100 cases, seven percent of the total filings, were appeals of decisions of 
the Court of Veterans Appeals and the Department of Veterans Affairs. Appeals 
terminated in the Federal Circuit increased slightly from 1,418 cases in 1990 to 
1,442 in 1991. Since filings outnumbered terminations, the pending caseload 
rose by 170 cases, or nearly 25 percent. 


In the U.S. district courts, civil filings increased three percent to 217,656 
cases in 1991 after a decrease of six percent in 1990. The increase in civil 
filings reversed a declining trend which began in 1986. The decline in civil 
filings during the late 1980’s resulted primarily from decreases in filings by the 
U.S. government to recover overpayment of veterans’ benefits (VA cases) and 
defaulted student loans (referred to as recovery cases), and in filings against the 
United States for social security benefits. The overall increase in civil filings in 
1991 reflected a return to higher levels of these types of filings. Suits filed by 
the U.S. Government to recover defaulted student loans rose 157 percent from 
3,494 cases to 8,988. VA cases increased a substantial 19 percent, rising from 
4,029 filings in 1990 to 4,956 last year. Suits filed against the U.S. for social 
security benefits increased 28 percent from 6,819 cases in 1990 to 8,756 in 
1991. Notable increases occurred also in filings involving banks (35 percent), 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act filings (13 percent), and civil rights 


filings (ten percent). Civil cases closed in the district courts rose seven percent 
in 1991, primarily because of an increase in the number of asbestos case 
Closings. This increase ir, asbestos closings resulted from the transfer of a large 
number of cases by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation to the Eastern 
Disirict of Pennsyivania. Exclusive of asbestos cases, civil cases terminated in 
the U.S. district courts \ ere down two percent to 198,395 in 1991. The pending 
civil caseload (excluding the transferred asbestos cases noted above) decreased 
five percent in 1991. 


‘riminal case filings declined one percent in 1991, largely because of a 
drop in drug prosecutions in the Southern District of Texas and drunk driving 
and traffic violations in a few districts with large national parks and military 
installations. Despite these declines, crimina! case filings remained higher than 
they were in 1987 and the number of criminal defendants continued to grow. 
Drug cases rose from 11,408 in 1990 to 11,705 in 1991, but this three percent 
increase was modest compared to 20 percent increases that occurred only a 
few years ago. The number of defendants in drug cases rose only one percent 
from 22,525 in 1990 to 22,778 in 1991. The effect of Operation Triggerlock, an 
initiative launched by the Department of Justice to bring weapons charges 
against all defendants in possession of guns while committing criminal acts, 
particularly drug dealing, contributed to another significant increase in weapons 
and firearms filings, which rose 27 percent this year. Fraud case filings dropped 
three percent in 1991, but lending institution fraud cases increased 16 percent 
to 1,356. Criminal case dispositions decreased one percent this year, dropping 
to 42,265 from 42,636 cases last year. With filings exceeding terminations, the 
pending caseload rose ten percent. On December 31, 1991, there were 39,812 
pending criminal cases involving 59,427 defendants. 


During 1991, there were 943,987 cases filed in the U.S. bankruptcy 
courts, the largest number ever filed during a comparable twelve-month period 
and an increase of 21 percent over 1990. Bankruptcy terminations increased 
to 782,141, up nearly 19 percent from a year ago. As a result of the large 
number of new filings, the pending caseload reached an all-time high of 
1,192,281 cases on December 31, 1991, a substantial 16 percent increase over 
the 1,030,443 cases pending last year. The increase in filings was due primarily 
to a 21 percent increase in non-business filings. Among non-business cases, 
Chapter 7 liquidations increased by 22 percent; Chapter 13 adjustments rose by 
21 percent; and filings under Chapter 11, which represent only a fraction of the 
non-business total, increased by 28 percent. Business filings increased ten 
percent in 1991 to 71,549 cases. This growth resulted from a seven percent 
increase in Chapter 7 business filings, a 14 percent rise in Chapter 11 business 
reorganizations, and a 15 percent increase in Chapter 13 business debt 
adjustments. Filings of family farmer business debt adiustments under Chapter 


12 also increased after a decline in 1990. There were 1,495 cases filed under 
Chapter 12 in 1991, up 11 percent from the 1,346 filings in 1990. 


Mr. Mecham also reported that as of March 16, 1992, there were 24 
vacancies among the 179 judgeships authorized for the United States courts of 
appeals, 96 vacancies among the 649 positions authorized for the United States 
district courts, and two vacancies on the United States Court of International 
Trade. 


ACTIVITIES OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


Mr. Mecham reported that appropriations subcommittee hearings on the 
judiciary’s fiscal year 1993 budget request, held in both the House and Senate 
in February, went well. However, based on initial indications from committee 
members, funding increases will be difficult to achieve given the overall budget 
limits. The judiciary is requesting a total of $2.8 billion, an increase of 
approximately $443 million, or 19 percent, over funds appropriated in the fiscal 
year 1992. Over the years, the Administrative Office’s share of the judiciary 
budget has fallen as the judiciary has grown. Despite the downward trend in 
the Administrative Office's share of the judiciary’s budget, the agency continues 
to strive to provide the judiciary with essential policy, program, legal and 
management assistance. 


The Administrative Office has been involved in several high priority 
projects this year: 


e Implementation of the Civil Justice Reform Act (CURA) - The Administrative 
Office and the Federal Judicial Center (FJC) are reviewing plans, 
providing training, and preparing a report to Congress on the early 
implementation districts; 


e Implementation of the report of the automation consultants - Project 
teams are developing final plans for implementing the 16 
recommendations which fall into four general categories of organization, 
development, support, and management systems; 


@ Expansion of budget decentralization - Twenty-one courts were trained 
in 1991, and an additional 40 courts will be trained this spring; 


e Review of automated financial systems - A team of consultants from the 
U.S. Department of the Treasury has begun identifying strengths and 
weaknesses and devising strategies for improvement of the judiciary's 
financial systems; 


e Comprehensive review of the Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP) - The National 
Academy of Public Administration is conducting a study of the JSP. 
Extensive opportunities for court review and input are being provided; 


® Update of staffing formulas - The Judicial Conference approved the new 
staffing formula for probation and pretrial services offices in September 
1991 (JCUS-SEP 91, p. 63), the district clerks’ work measurement study 
is in the final analysis phase, and studies in the bankruptcy and appellate 
clerks’ offices are also underway; 


@ Space and facilities services and support - A working group comprised 
of judges and senior court managers has made recommendations in the 
areas of development of space and facilities "management plans," long 
range facilities planning, project development, financial management, staff 
support, and training in order to improve the space and facilities support 
and services provided to the judiciary. The recommendations are being 
sent to all chief judges for review and comment before an implementation 
plan is developed: 


e Courthouse construction program - Last year the Congress authorized 
about $750 million for new construction and alteration funding for the 
judiciary as compared to an average of $63 million per year from 1981 
to 1991. The current courthouse construction program for the judiciary 
appears to be the largest office building construction program undertaken 
by the federal government during this century; and 


e Legislative priorities - Enactment of legislation giving the judiciary control 
of its space and facilities program is a top legislative priority, as are 
reforming the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS), obtaining new 
bankruptcy judgeships, and securing revisions that would minimize the 
negative impact on the federal court system of proposed legislation 
creating a civil rights remedy in the federal courts for victims of gender- 
based violence. 


As of February 1992, the Federal Judiciary Building in Washington, D.C., 
was about 77 percent complete, based on funding expended. There are no 
anticipated delays, and occupancy is scheduled for October 1992. It will 
accommodate the support elements of the judiciary in Washington, D.C., 
including the Administrative Office, the Federal Judicial Center, and the U.S. 
Sentencing Commission. Elements of the Supreme Court Library and Historical 
Society will be in the building, and there will also be three chambers for retired 
Supreme Court Justices. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge William W Schwarzer, 
reported on the reorganization, effective January 1, 1992, of the Center's former 
Innovations and Systems Development Division into a Planning and Technology 
Division, which provides technology development for the Center's research, 
education, and administrative functions and also serves the Judicial Conference's 
Automation and Technology Committee and Long Range Planning Committee. 
The division is conducting several research projects for the Long Range 
Planning Committee and assisted in the March 17-18, 1992, long-range planning 
seminar, which the Committee asked the Center to design for chief circuit judges 
and Judicial Conference committee chairs. 


The Center last year provided 50 educational programs for 2,400 judicial 
Officers, 79 seminars and workshops for 3,200 supporting personnel, and 440 
in-court training programs for 12,800 persons. Orientation of new probation and 
pretrial services officers continues to be a major element of Center education for 
supporting personnel. The Center has produced new videotaped lectures for 
district judge orientation and announced a three-year leadership development 
program for probation and pretrial services officers. It is also bolstering its 
capacity to provide the courts with curriculum packages, multi-media instructional 
material, and training support, looking toward the day when the courts will have 
the capacity and funding mechanisms to organize and plan local training 
programs to meet their specific needs effectively, with appropriate Center 
assistance but with less need for travel. 


The Center's current research and support activities include major efforts 
to assist districts in implementing the Civil Justice Reform Act, analysis of the 
operation of Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and 
congressionally-mandated research into alternative appellate structures and the 
impact of intercircuit conflicts. 


The Center has moved the publication date of its statutorily-mandated 
annual report from September to March, so that the report coincides with the 
calendar year. 


ELECTION 
The Judicial Conference elected to membership on the Board of the 


Federal Judicial Center Judge Michael A. Telesca, Western District of New York, 
to replace Judge David W. Dowd, whose term expired on March 28, 1992. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


Section 8 of a draft “Claims Court Technical and Procedural 
Improvements Act of 1991" would amend 28 U.S.C. § 331 to add as a member 
of the Judicial Conference the Chief Judge of the United States Claims Court. 
The Executive Committee, determining that it would be inappropriate for an 
Article | judge to be a member of the Judicial Conference which is preeminently 
the policy-making body for the Article Ill courts, recommended opposition to 
section 8 of this draft legislation. The Conference approved this 
recommendation. 


In September 1987, the Judicial Conference agreed not to object to the 
creation of an Article | Claims Court outside of the judicial branch. JCUS-SEP 
87, p. 68. At a later session, with specific legislation before it, the Conference 
changed its position and voted to recommend to the Congress that the Claims 
Court remain a part of the Third Branch. JCUS-SEP 88, p. 76. The Executive 
Committee, after reviewing the history of the Article | status of the Claims Court, 
referred to the Budget and Court Administration and Case Management 
Committees the question of whether the Conference should re-adopt its earlier 
position of not objecting to the placement of the Claims Court outside of the 
judiciary. See also, “United States Claims Court," infra, pp. 17-18, 22-23, 23- 
24, 26. 


RESOLUTION 


In recognition of the outstanding work of Chairman Damon J. Keith and 
the members of the Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution, the 
Executive Committee recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved, 
adoption of the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes 
with appreciation, respect and admiration the 


HONORABLE DAMON J. KEITH 
HONORABLE HARRY A. BLACKMUN 
HONORABLE WARREN E. BURGER 
HONORABLE ARTHUR L. ALARCON 
HONORABLE FRANK X. ALTIMARI 
HONORABLE ADRIAN G. DUPLANTIER 
HONORABLE WILLIAM BREVARD HAND 
HONORABLE PATRICK F. KELLY 
HONORABLE ROBERT C. MURPHY 


HONORABLE HELEN W. NIES 
HONORABLE JAMES E. NOLAND 
HONORABLE JAIME PIERAS, JR., 


Chairman and members of the Committee on the Bicentennial of 
the Constitution. 


Since 1985, the Committee has engaged in a wide variety 
of outstanding projects designed to foster judicial and public 
education on the Constitution of the United States and the Bill of 
Rights. Videotapes depicting trials on major constitutional issues 
have been distributed to public television stations, courthouses 
and schools nationwide. The Committee co-sponsored the 
International Appellate Judges Conference in Washington in 1990, 
attended by hundreds of judges from throughout the world, 
showcasing the Constitution and the Bill of Rights. The 
Committee has published brochures on the Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights and distributed millions of copies to school children 
around the nation, as well as to jurors and naturalized citizens, 
and has bestowed grants and stipends for many research and 
education projects. 


The Committee commissioned the production of bronze 
plaques containing the full text of the Bill of Rights, and has 
presented over 200 of those plaques to courthouses, universities, 
libraries, legislatures and other institutions around the world. 


In October 1991, the Committee, in conjunction with the 
College of William and Mary, Marshall-Wythe School of Law, 
sponsored a conference in celebration of the Bicentennial of the 
Bill of Rights. This conference was attended by over 300 federal 
judges, the largest gathering of its kind, and involved symposiums 
on many aspects of the Bill of Rights by outstanding jurists, 
practitioners and scholars. 


Despite the substantial time required to accomplish the 
tasks before them, Judge Keith and the Committee members 
continued to perform their regular judicial duties as judges of their 
respective courts. 


Judge Keith and the members of the Committee have 
earned our deep respect and sincere gratitude for their 
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commitment to the success of this important celebration of our 
Constitution and our hearty congratulations for a job well done. 


* * © *& *® 


The Executive Committee reported that, since the last session of the 
Judicial Conference in September 1991, it has taken the following actions on 
behalf of the Conference: 


TEMPORARY BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 


In October 1991, the Executive Committee considered legislative 
proposals in response to congressional concern that bankruptcy judgeships 
might remain authorized even after the need for them subsided. The Committee 
expressed preference for legislative language which includes periodic review of 
all bankruptcy judgeships by the Judicial Conference over the concept of 
“temporary” bankruptcy judgeships. At a later session in December 1991, the 
Committee agreed to a concept of temporary bankruptcy judgeships by which 
such judgeships would be properly defined, and approved a specific definition 
which parallels the district court temporary judgeship provision.’ 


CELLULAR TELEPHONES 


At this session, the Judicial Conference endorsed a recommendation of 
the Committee on Automation and Technology that all courts or units choosing 
to purchase cellular telephones will be required to pay the recurring charges 
from funds allocated to the court, whether or not the funds have been allotted 
for that specific purpose (See “Cellular Telephones," infra, p. 15). The Executive 
Committee, in anticipation of the Conference's approval of this recommendation, 
approved a plan for its implementation, clarifying that it included those courts 
which already have cellular phones, such as those in the Eleventh Circuit, but 
excluded the four probation/pretrial services offices participating in a pilot test 
of cellular telephone technology. The implementation plan assumes that the 
Administrative Office can adjust its accounting system and assure that the new 
system places minimal burdens on court staff. 


* On March 16, 1992, the Executive Committee approved for transmission 
to Congress specific draft language proposed by the Committee on the 
Administration of the Bankruptcy System defining temporary bankruptcy 
judgeshins. 
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CIVIL JUSTICE REFORM ACT 


To enable the Court Administration and Case Management Committee to 


proceed expeditiously with implementation of the Civil Justice Reform Act of 
1990 (CJRA), the Executive Committee granted a delegation of authority to the 
Committee to meet the following requirements of the CJRA: 


1. 


The continued provision of advice and technical policy determinations 
regarding day-to-day implementation of the Act; 


Designation or certification of early implementation districts, with the 
understanding that upon denial of such designation or certification, a 
request for reconsideration may be made to the Judicial Conference; 


Pursuent to section 474(b), the review of civil justice expense and delay 
reduction plans and reports submitted by all districts and the 
transmission of requests for additional action; 


The selection of methods to reduce cost and delay in the Northern 
District of California, the Northern District of West Virginia, and the 
Western District of Missouri under the demonstration program required 
by section 104 of the Act; 


The study of the demonstration program pursuant to section 104; and 

The development of a model plan pursuant to section 477(a). 
MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 

The Executive Committee: 

Ratified the current designation of the Administrative Office General 

Counsel as the "designated agency ethics official" for purposes of the 

procurement integrity provisions of the Office of Federal Procurement 


Policy Act: 


Approved a spending plan for the fiscal year 1992 for the "Salaries and 
Expenses" appropriation; 


Approved an exception to the current Conference policy and authorized 
relocation expenses to be paid for up to three employees, not to exceed 
$25,000 per employee, incident to the establishment of the new Plano, 
Texas, bankruptcy court clerk's office and the forced transfer of positions 
to that office; 
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e Approved the agenda for the March 1992 sentencing institute for the 
Second and Eighth Circuits; 


@ Referred to the Judicial Branch Committee for study and report to the 
Judicial Conference in September 1992, issues concerning an 
experimental project in the United States Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia whereby judicial opinions interpreting statutes would be 
forwarded to the United States House of Representatives; 


@ Revised the jurisdictional statements of the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Codes of Conduct and the Committee on Court and 
Judicial Security, and changed the name of the Criminal Law and 
Probation Committee to the Committee on Criminal Law; and 


e Agreed, as part of its oversight responsibility, to monitor the progress of 
AO/FJC relations and revisit the issue in a year. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
STATISTICAL REPORTING YEAR 


On recommendation of the Committee on the Administrative Office, the 
Judicial Conference changed the statistical reporting year from the year ended 
June 30 to the year ended September 30. This change will enable the numbers 
used for the judiciary’s budget submission and for the Annual Report of the 
Director to be the same, ensuring consistency and facilitating analysis of funding 
and workload indicators. In addition, the change will align the judiciary’s 
reporting year with the fiscal year used by the rest of the federal government, 
as well as save staff overtime costs and relieve time pressures generated by the 
former reporting schedule. 


REPORTS AND PUBLICATIONS 


The Judicial Conference endorsed the recommendations of the 
Committee to: 


1. Eliminate the following publications: 
a. Glossary of Terms Used in the Federal Courts; 
b. Federal Offenders in the U.S. Courts; 


2. Eliminate the following, with the proviso that the Administrative Office 
inform the courts about alternative sources of this information: 
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a. Surety Company List; 


b. Nationwide Listing of Approved Transcription Services; and 
3. Draft and transmit legislation to Congress that would: 
a. Transfer to the Department of Justice wiretap reporting as required 


in the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act, 18 U.S.C. 
§ 2519(1), (2), and (3); 


b. Transfer to the Department of Justice and other litigating agencies 
the Equal Access to Justice Act reporting requirement, 28 U.S.C. 
§ 2412(d)(5); and 


C. Eliminate the Right to Financial Privacy Act reporting requirement, 
12 U.S.C. § 3421 (a). 


FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 


The Judicial Conference reaffirmed its 1986 opposition (JCUS-SEP 86, 

p. 59) to extension of the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. § 552) in its 
present form to the Administrative Office or to any other element of the federal 
judicial branch. The Conference concurred in the conclusions of the Committee 
that the exemptions included in the Act are inapposite and not easily adapted 
to the judiciary, and that certain material and information in the possession of 
the Administrative Office should be exempted with precision from compulsory 
disclosure to the public in any "sunshine" legislation made applicable to it. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION AND TECHNOLOGY 
LONG RANGE PLAN FOR AUTOMATION 


The Judicial Conference approved the fiscal year 1992 update to the 
Long Range Plan for Automation in the Federal Judiciary, subject to the following 
understandings noted in the Report of the Committee on Automation and 
Technology: (1) that the Administrative Office not interpret the approval as carte 
blanche to commence any new initiatives contained therein until the Committee 
has the opportunity for further study; (2) that outstanding issues contained in 
the Federal Judiciary Automation Program Review concerning the role of the 
executive sponsors be resolved fully; and (3) that while the Administrative Office 
can enter into contractual agreements, authority is not granted to expend 
additional funds on the installed base of minicomputers except to maintain 
regular day-to-day operations. 
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CELLULAR TELEPHONES 


The Judicial Conference approved the recommendation of the Committee 
to seek funding from Congress for the purchase and recurring costs of cellular 
telephones for judicial officers and supporting personnel. In the interim, such 
purchases may be made only from other lawful spending sources. See also 
"CELLULAR TELEPHONES," supra, p. 11. 


LIBRARY PROGRAM 


Upon recommendation of the Automation and Technology Committee, 
the Judicial Conference approved the following: 


1. Amendments to the lists of basic lawbooks for judicial officers found in 
Vol. |, Chapter Vill, Part M, Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures; 


2. The allocation of $2,000 for each new or replacement judge for 
discretionary purchases of legal reference materials, subject to the 
availability of appropriated funds; and 


3. The purchase of legal newspapers for judges, subject to the availability 
of appropriated funds. 


COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 
PLACES OF HOLDING BANKRUPTCY COURT 


Upon request of the Judicial Council of the Sixth Circuit, the Judicial 
Conference approved the elimination of Mansfield, Ohio, as a place of holding 
bankruptcy court for the Northern District of Ohio. The Conference also 
approved, upon request of the Judicial Council of the Sixth Circuit, the change 
in the designation of Corbin, Kentucky, as a place of holding bankruptcy court 
to "London or Corbin, Kentucky." 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATORS 


The "Regulations of the Judicial Conference of the United States 
Governing the Selection and Appointment of Bankruptcy Administrators" (Guide 
to Judiciary Policies and Procedures, Vol. V, Chap. X) did not provide guidelines 
for the reappointment of bankruptcy administrators since, under the Bankruptcy 
Judges, United States Trustees, and Family Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 
(Public Law No. 99-554), the bankruptcy administrator program was due to 
expire in 1992. However, the program was extended by the Judicial 
Improvements Act of 1990 (Public Law No. 101-650) until 2002. Thus, the 
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Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the Committee on the Administration 
of the Bankruptcy System, approved the amendment of the bankruptcy 
administrator appointment regulations to provide procedural guidelines for the 
reappointment of bankruptcy administrators whose original terms will soon 
expire. 


RECALL OF RETIRED BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


In order to retain the skills and experience of the iarge number of 
bankruptcy judges for whom retirement is imminent, the Judicial Conference 
adopted regulations for an extended recall program for bankruptcy judges. 
These regulations will be published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL OF THE CONSTITUTION 


On recommendation of the Committee on the Bicentennial of the 
Constitution, the Judicial Conference transferred remaining Committee funds to 
the Federal Judicial Center for the preparation of the Third Edition of Judges of 
the United States. The work of the Committee having been completed, the 
Conference approved its request for discharge. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


The Committee on the Budget reported on budgetary matters including 
the fiscal year 1992 appropriation, the status of the fiscal year 1992 financial 
plan, and the fiscal year 1992 supplemental request submission for defender 
services; efforts to coordinate the judiciary’s budget submissions; and the status 
of budget decentralization. 


COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last report, 
the Committee had received 39 new written inquiries and issued 31 advisory 
responses. The Chairman received and responded to 44 telephonic inquiries. 
In addition, individual Committee members responded to 56 informal inquiries 
from their colleagues. 


FEDERAL ETHICS LAW REFORM 
The Judicial Conference approved the Committee's recommendations to 
amend its regulations implementing Titles Ill and VI of the Ethics Reform Act of 


1989, relating to gifts and outside earned income, honoraria, and outside 
employment, to (1) cover the judges and employees of the Court of Veterans 
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Appeals; (2) reflect the amendments to the Ethics Reform Act relating to the 
change in the definition of "honorarium" and the exclusion from the limitation on 
outside earned income of compensation from approved teaching activities by 
certain senior judges; and (3) clarify when and under what circumstances prior 
approval for compensated teaching activities must be obtained. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION AND CASE MANAGEMENT 
PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 


Under the current policy established in September 1978 (JCUS-SEP 78, 
pp. 45-46), the Committee considers and makes recommendations to the 
Judicial Conference on changes in the geographical configuration and 
organization of existing judicial districts only if the changes are viewed favorably 
by both the affected court(s) and the circuit judicial council. Although the 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management recommended a 
revision of the current Judicial Conference policy, the Judicial Conference 
declined to change it. 


JURY MATTERS 


Noting that difficulties occasionally arise in the application of the Jury 
Selection and Service Act to the restoration of civil rights of persons convicted 
of felonies (28 U.S.C. § 1865(b)(5)), the Conference agreed to urge Congress 
to amend the Act to allow for easier and more uniform application in qualifying 
persons who have been convicted in a state or federal court of a crime 
punishable by imprisonment for more than one year. 


UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 
On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference took 
the following actions with respect to the proposed "Claims Court Technical and 
Procedural Improvements Act of 1991" (See also "United States Claims Court," 
supra, p. 9, and infra, pp. 22-23, 23-24, 26): 
1. Supported the proposed amendments contained in 


a. Section 11(a) which would expand the places outside of 
Washington, D.C., where the Claims Court can hold court; 


b. Section 13 providing the Claims Court with authority, like district 


courts and the Court of International Trade, to order payment of 
costs whenever an action is dismissed for lack of jurisdiction; 
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C. Section 14 which specifies that the Claims Court be included in 
the definition of “a court of the United States" for the limited 
purposes of 28 U.S.C. § 1821 (per diem and mileage for 
witnesses), 28 U.S.C. § 1915 (proceedings in forma pauperis), 28 
U.S.C. § 1920 (taxation of costs) and 28 U.S.C. § 1927 (counsel's 
liability for excessive costs); and 


d. Section 15 which would give the Claims Court contempt powers; 


2. Opposed the proposed amendment contained in section 2, to change 
the name of the Court to the United States Court of Claims, but 
supported a subsequent Claims Court proposal to change its name to 
the "United States Court of Federal Claims"; and 


3. Took no position on section 11(c), authorizing Claims Court proceedings 
to be held in a foreign country upon order of the chief judge, pending 
receipt of comments from the Department of State and further review by 
the Committee on Court Administration and Case Management. 


FEDERAL PROPERTY AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1991 


Section 308 of the proposed Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Authorization Act of 1991 (H.R. 3161) would (1) shorten the time in 
which a party has to file an appeal under the Act; and (2) transfer appellate 
jurisdiction over GSA Board of Contract Appeals cases from the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit to the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit. Upon recommendation of the Committee, 
the Judicial Conference supported shortening the time for filing an appeal from 
the GSA Board of Contract Appeals and opposed the transfer of appellate 
jurisdiction of such cases to the District of Columbia Circuit. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT AND JUDICIAL SECURITY 
BACKGROUND INVESTIGATIONS OF COURT EMPLOYEES 
The Judicial Conference approved the recommendation of the Committee 
on Court and Judicial Security that courts be authorized, on a limited basis, to 
request a "record check" (name, fingerprint, credit or National Crime information 


Center check) where the court is appointing or promoting an employee to what 
it considers a sensitive position. 
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EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS 


In order to raise the security consciousness of the judiciary, the 
Conference endorsed a policy to incorporate the subject of judicial security in 
the education programs of the Federal Judicial Center, circuit conferences, or 
other entities. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 
SENTENCING INSTITUTE 


The Judicial Conference approved a sentencing institute for the judges 
of the Third, Seventh, and District of Columbia Circuits in the fall of 1992, at a 
site to be determined, subject to the development and approval of the agenda. 


SENTENCING COMMISSION 


The Conference approved for submission to the United States Sentencing 
Commission the Annual Report of the Judicial Conference of the United States 
to the United States Sentencing Commission, March 1992, required by 28 U.S.C. 
§ 994(0). 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 
APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Defender Services Committee reported that during the fiscal year 
1991, approximately 78,594 persons were represented in United States courts 
pursuant to the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA), compared to 71,608 
appointments in the fisca’ year 1990 and 69,954 appointments in the fiscal year 
1989. This represents an increase of 12 percent over the fiscal year 1990 and 
12.4 percent over the fiscal year 1989. Of the 78594 persons represented, 
approximately 49.1 percent were represented by federal public and community 
defender organizations. 


FUNDING OF FEDERAL PUBLIC AND 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


Under its delegated authority from the Judicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 
89, p. 16), the Committee reviewed and approved funding requests for fiscal 
years 1992 and 1993 from federal public defender organizations and traditional 
community defender organizations, as follows: 
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Federal Public Defender Organizations 


Fiscal Year 1992 Amount Approved 
California (Eastern) $ 74,419" 
District of Columbia 236,076" 
Nebraska 679,219 
Oklahoma (Eastern & Northern) 450,557" 
Oklahoma (Western) 615,948" 
South Carolina 10,583" 

Fiscal Year 1 Amount Approved 
California (Eastern) $ 99,610" 
District of Columbia 389,675" 
Nebraska 921,345 
Oklahoma (Eastern & Northern) 561,564" 
Oklahoma (Western) 737,146 


“Supplement to previously approved budget 


™ The $450,557 budget and the $615,948 budget represent a reallocation of the 
$1,066,505 previously approved budget for the single organization which had 


served all three districts. 


“ This includes a budget supplement of $76,648. 


Community Defender Organizations 


Fiscal Year 1992 Amount roved 
Montana Federal Defender Project $662,689 
Federal Defender Program, Inc. 

Georgia (Northern) 294,000" 
The Legal Aid Society 219,400" 

New York (Eastern & Southern) 
Fiscal Year 1993 Amount Approved 
Montana Federal Defender Project $761,340 
The Legal Aid Society 260,000" 


New York (Eastern & Southern) 


“Supplement to previously approved grant. 
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FUNDING FOR DEATH PENALTY RESOURCE CENTERS 


The Committee also reviewed and approved requests for fiscal year 1992 
and 1993 funding for death penalty resource centers as set forth below: 


Fiscal Year 1992 Amount Approved 

Arkansas Death Penalty $187,024 
Resource Center 

Capital Case Resource Center 101,600° 
of Tennessee 

Nevada Appellate and Post- 218,339 
Conviction Legal Education Project 

Pennsylvania Death Penalty 350,405 
Resource Center 

Virginia Post Conviction 314,928 
Assistance Project 

Fiscal Year 1993 Amount Approved 

Arkansas Death Penalty $277,450 
Resource Center 

Georgia Appellate Practice and 723,427 
Educational Resource Center, Inc. 

lllinois Capital Resource Center 611,229 

Nevada Appellate and Post- 202,888 
Conviction Legal Education Project 

Pennsylvania Death Penalty 405,500 
Resource Center 

Virginia Post Conviction 408,709 


Assistance Project 


” Supplement to previously approved grant. 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT COMPENSATION 


At its September 1991 session, the Judicial Conference delegated to the 
Defender Services Committee the authority to approve attorney pay cost 
adjustments for districts and in individual cases (JCUS-SEP 91, p. 57). Pursuant 
to that authority, the Committee, upon consideration of the results of a survey, 
the recommendations of the judicial councils for the circuits, and the 
recommendations of the Administrative Office, approved pay cost adjustments 
of $75 per hour for in-court and out-of-court services for 28 districts as follows. 
Such adjustments are subject, as always, to the availability of funds. 
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Alabama (Northern) 
Alabama (Middle) 
Arkansas (Eastern) 
Colorado 
Delaware 

Georgia (Middle) 
Georgia (Southern) 
lowa (Northern) 
lowa (Southern) 


North Carolina (Eastern) 
North Carolina (Middle) 
North Dakota 

Northern Mariana Islands 
Oklahoma (Northern) 
Oklahoma (Eastern) 
Oklahoma (Western) 
Pennsylvania (Eastern) 
Puerto Rico 


Kansas Utah 

Minnesota Vermont 

Montana Virgin Islands 

New Hampshire Washington (Eastern) 
New York (Western) Wyoming 


The Committee also approved for the District of Hawaii, an increase to 
$75 of the pay cost adjustment of $70 per hour for both in-court and out-of- 
court services currently in effect. 


REIMBURSEMENT FROM FORFEITED ASSETS 


The application of asset forfeiture provisions has resulted in a number of 
defendants becoming eligible for the appointment of counsel pursuant to the 
CJA who, but for the forfeiture of their assets, would have retained counsel. 
Thus, asset forfeitures result in additional costs to the Defender Services 
appropriation. On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
endorsed efforts by the Administrative Office to obtain legislation to reimburse 
the Defender Services appropriation from the Department of Justice Assets 
Forfeiture Fund for those costs associated with providing CJA representation for 
defendants whose assets have been forfeited. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 
UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


Section 12 of the proposed "Claims Court Technical and Procedural 
Improvements Act of 1991" provides for (1) an extension of the Claims Court's 
power to issue declaratory judgments; (2) a grant of jurisdiction to the Claims 
Court to hear ancillary claims arising under the Federal Tort Claims Act; (3) the 
repeal of 28 U.S.C. § 1500, which prohibits the Claims Court from hearing 
plaintiffs’ claims if they have related cases pending in other courts; and (4) 
modification to existing claim certification requirements, such that current 
jurisdictional thresholds could be waived by the government in certain cases. 
Because such expansion of jurisdiction for the Claims Court may have the 
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unintended effect of granting the Claims Court jurisdiction beyond the confines 
of Article |, the Judicial Conference opposed this section of the proposed Act. 
See also, "United States Claims Court," supra, pp. 9, 17-18, and infra, pp. 23- 
24, 26. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 
period August 1, 1991, through December 31, 1991, 82 intercircuit assignments 
were recommended by the Committee and approved by the Chief Justice to be 
undertaken by 62 Article Ill justices and judges. Of this number, two were 
retired associate justices, 17 were senior circuit judges, eight were active circuit 
judges, 27 were senior district judges, five were active district judges, two were 
senior judges of the Court of International Trade, and three were active judges 
of the Court of International Trade. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 
TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES 


The Judicial Conference approved amendments to the Travel Regulations 
for United States Justices and Judges to: 


1. Allow a higher daily rate for reimbursement of actual subsistence 
expenses in localities in which special or unusual circumstances result 
in a temporary increase in subsistence costs or otherwise render the 
ordinary expense allowance inadequate; 


2. Allow judicial nominees and newly appointed judges to be reimbursed for 
travel expenses incurred in atiending orientation programs sponsored by 
the Administrative Office or the courts to which they have been 
nominated or appointed; and 


3. Allow, for travel to locations outside the conterminous United States, a 
reduced per diem on the last day of travel, or where lodging is obtained 
by purchase order, that is equivalent to the applicable GSA meals and 
incidental expense rate. 


UNITED STATES CLAIMS CO JRT 


On recommendation of the Judicial Branch Con mittee, the Judicial 
Conference took the following positions on the proposed "Claims Court 
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Technical and Procedural Improvements Act of 1991" (see also, "United States 
Claims Court," supra, pp. 9, 17-18, 22-23 and infra, p. 26): 


1. Supported enactment of section 5, which would exempt retired judges of 
that court from the social security tax and "earnings test" during recall 
service, if modified to apply exclusively to judges who retire under 28 
U.S.C. § 178(a) or (b) and perform recall service under § 178(d); 


2. Supported enactment of section 6, which would treat judges of that court 
as "judges of the United States" for purposes of federal employee 
insurance and annuity programs, if modified to state that Claims Court 
judges are "officers" within the meaning of section 2104(a) of title 5, 
United States Code; and 


3. Opposed enactment of section 9, which would exempt retired judges of 
that court from recall service under 28 U.S.C. § 375, and allow judges 
who retire under 28 U.S.C. § 178 to perform voluntary recall service under 
§ 797 of that title. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 


The Judicial Ethics Committee reported that as of January 1992, it had 
received 2,040 financial disclosure reports and certifications for the calendar year 
1990, including 1,034 reports and certifications from justices and Article Ill 
judges, 294 from bankruptcy judges, 357 from magistrate judges, and 355 from 
judicial employees. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 
SALARY MATCHING 


In order to improve the courts’ ability to compete with other employers 
for top quality candidates, the Judicial Conference endorsed the 
recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources that the judiciary’s 
salary matching policy be revised. This policy, which allows setting the pay of 
employees entering the federal service at higher than the first step of the 
applicable grade in certain circumstances, is amended to (1) extend coverage 
of the policy to temporary appointments; (2) allow setting of salary at up to 20 
percent above the applicant's current, non-federal salary, but not to exceed the 
rate for step ten of the grade at which the applicant is appointed; (3) allow 
setting of salary at a higher rate for applicants without current income or a bona 
fide employment offer, if the candidate has a reasonable prospect of obtaining 
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employment at the former salary level; (4) allow consideration of the value of the 
applicant's current fringe benefits, if they are substantially better than those 
Offered by the federal government; and (5) redefine "bona fide offer" to 
encompass a written offer that does not include a salary commitment. 


SAVED GRADE AND SAVED PAY 


The Judicial Conference approved the Committee's recommended 
revision to the saved grade and saved pay policy to provide the same coverage 
for secretaries of deceased judges as is currently provided for other covered 
court employees, with the exception that the two-year saved grade period will 
be reduced by any time the secretary has been retained in the secretarial 
position following the judge's death. 


JUDICIARY SALARY PLAN MODIFICATIONS 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference took the 
following actions regarding position classifications and benchmark standards, 
subject, as always, to the availability of funds: 


1. Approved revisions to the benchmark standards for supervising probation 
and pretrial services officers, that would allow one additional grade above 
the highest target grade of at least two non-supervisory subordinate 
Officer positions, if there are at least three subordinates in total, and if the 
highest graded subordinates constitute at least 25 percent of the total 
staff supervised; 


2. Approved an increase in the target grade for supervising staff attorneys 
to JSP-15; 
3. Approved an increase in the target grade of secretary to the circuit 


librarian to JSP-9, and the deletion of the requirement for law library 
experience for that position; 


4 Approved revisions to the benchmark standard for assistant systems 
managers, deleting the restriction which limits use of the standard to 
those courts where the systems manager supervises an automation 
support staff of six or more full-time positions; 


5. Approved an upgrade of the training center manager (automation) 
position to JSP-14; 


6. Approved the upgrade and retitling of the central violations bureau 
administrator position to central violations bureau manager, JSP-12, and 
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approved revision of the qualification requirements to include managerial 


experience; 

7. Established a benchmark standard for appellate transcript coordinator, 
JSP-9; 

8. Approved a revision which would allow a court whose size warrants 


Classification of a grade JSP-18 for its clerk of court or chief probation 
officer to establish an organizational structure which consists of a chief 
deputy clerk or deputy chief probation officer at the appropriate grade 
of either JSP-15 or JSP-16 (depending upon the target grade of the unit 
head) and up to two JSP-14 mid-managerial positions, exclusive of 
appropriately classified deputy-in-charge positions, regardless of whether 
the grade of the district clerk in a given district prevents the bankruptcy 
clerk or chief probation officer in that district from being assigned to the 
JSP-18 grade level; and 


9. Approved a revision to the benchmark standard for chief deputy clerks 
and deputy chief probation officers to allow a JSP-16 target grade for a 
chief deputy district clerk, a chief deputy bankruptcy clerk, and a deputy 
chief probation officer in courts where the clerk or chief probation officer 
is graded JSP-18. 


ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT TO THE CHIEF DISTRICT JUDGE 
IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The Judicial Conference approved an upgrade of the position of 
administrative assistant to the Chief District Judge in the District of Columbia to 
JSP-15. 


UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


Under section 10 of the proposed "Claims Court Technical and 
Procedural Improvements Act of 1991," Claims Court judges would be authorized 
to appoint an equal number of law clerks and secretaries as the number allowed 
under Conference rules for district court judges. This provision would be a 
statutory restriction on the Judicial Conference's authority to determine the 
appropriate number of chambers employees for a specific group of judges. On 
recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources, the Conference 
opposed section 10 of the proposed legislation, on the ground that legislation 
is an inappropriate mechanism to determine chambers staffing requirements. 
See also, "United States Claims Court," supra, pp. 9, 17-18, 22-23, 23-24. 


STAFFING GUIDELINES FOR NON-UNIX COURTS 


The Judicial Conference endorsed the Committee's recommendation to 
adopt for courts operating NIBS (National Interim Bankruptcy System), JAMS 
(Judiciary Automation Management System), and other non-UNIX automation 
systems that are of complexity similar to that of UNIX-based systems, the current 
staffing guidelines that are applicable to UNIX-based courts, provided that such 
systems, other than NIBS or JAMS, are certified by the Committee on 
Automation and Technology. The revisions to the staffing guidelines will provide 
non-UNIX courts with the position additives needed to operate systems which 
have requirements similar to those of the UNIX systems. 


CONTRACT COURT REPORTERS 


In order to provide temporary relief while a study of the present method 
for assigning court reporter positions to the courts is being conducted, the 
Judicial Conference amended its policy so as to allow a court to hire a contract 
court reporter when all of the following conditions exist: 


1. The official court reporter has requested relief because a jude has 
scheduled more than one trial per day, and the reporter is reporting for 
at least five hours on each such day; 


2. The chief judge of the district certifies that a judge has scheduled more 
than one trial per day requiring reporting services for five or more hours 
per day, and the court's other official court reporters are unable to cover 
the proceedings because they are scheduled to report other proceedings 
or are on leave; 


3. The purpose for considering and approving the relief is not to allow the 
Official court reporter to work on transcript production; and 


4 An official court reporter not under a tour of duty who is providing relief 
is prohibited from engaging in private reporting work on those days relief 
is provided. 


GRADE AND TITLE OF SECRETARIES TO JUDGES 


Declining to overrule a Committee decision to disapprove a request to 
change the title of the benchmark standard from secretary to a federal judge to 
administrative assistant or chambers administrator, and to increase the target 
grade of the benchmark from JSP-11 to JSP-13, the Judicial Conference 
recommitted to the Judicial Resources Committee for study and a report to the 


at 


September 1992 session of the Conference, the issues of (1) grade and title of 
secretaries to judges; and (2) grade of principal secretary to chief district judges. 


PRO SE LAW CLERKS 


The Judicial Conference affirmed the Judicial Resources Committee's 
disapproval of a request to extend to pro se law clerks the JSP-15 and JSP- 
16 grade levels available for "elbow," or chambers, law clerks. 


COMMITTEE ON LONG RANGE PLANNING 


The Committee on Long Range Planning reported that in addition to 
assigning to each member a liaison responsibility with other Conference 
committees, the Chairman has assigned oversight responsibilities over general 
tasks such as (1) establishing a mission/role for the judiciary; (2) providing 
planning support to judicial planners; (3) assessing court structure and 
governance; and (4) developing a planning handbook to guide those in the 
judiciary whose duties involve strategic planning. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


PART-TIME MAGISTRATE JUDGES 


On recommendation of the Magistrate Judges Committee, the Judicial 
Conference adopted a new salary structure for part-time magistrate judges. This 
new structure reduces the number of salary levels from 14 to the following eight 
levels: 


Level Salary 


$ 3,000 
5,000 
10,000 
20,000 
30,000 
40,000 
50,000 
55,000 


—-N OA AON ® 


The Judicial Conference also adopted tiie following plan for transition 
from the current salary structure to the new salary structure: 
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Former Sal evel New Salary 
or Salary Level 
1 8 
2 & $3,265 7 
3, 4, & $7,740 6 
5, 6, 7, 8, 5 
9, 10 4 
11, 12 3 
13, 14 2 


Notwithstanding the above transition plan, the salaries of the following 
part-time magistrate judge positions will be maintained at their current levels until 
further specific action of the Judicial Conference: Abilene, Texas; Santa Barbara, 
California; Barstow (or Victorville), California; Oxnard (or Ventura), California; 
Long Beach, California; South Lake Tahoe, California; Hilo, Hawaii; and 
McAlester, Oklahoma. 


In order to clarify what is expected of part-time magistrate judges, the 
Conference adopted the Committee's proposed "General Expectations of Part- 
Time Magistrate Judges." These expectations, which follow, are intended to 
apply to all part-time magistrate judges except those compensated at level eight, 
although it is hoped that the level eight magistrate judges would meet the 
expectations to the extent practicable: 


1. The part-time magistrate judge will be available to the district court and 
law enforcement agencies on a reasonable basis, notwithstanding that 
such availability may interrupt other activities. 


2. The part-time magistrate judge will stay abreast of legal, procedural and 
administrative developments related to the performance of official duties 
by reading the Legal Manual for United States Magistrate Judges and 
other appropriate materials. 


3. The part-time magistrate judge will timely review training materials and 
attend training seminars offered by the Federal Judicial Center. 


4. The part-time magistrate judge will confer with the court at the 
headquarters of the court or other designated location at least once each 
year, if summoned by the court. 


5. The part-time magistrate judge will serve as back-up to the district's full- 
time magistrate judges for reasonable lengths of time on request (e.g., 


when the full-time magistrate judges attend FJC seminars or circuit 
conferences). 


The part-time magistrate judge will ensure that all appropriate paperwork 
is filled out iii accordance with instructions. The JS 49 statistical report 
forms will be completed on a timely basis and submitted to the 
Magistrate Judges Division of the Administrative Office. 


The part-time magistrate judge will follow the rules and regulations 

established by the Judicial Conference, particularly those related to 

conflicts-of-interest and the reimbursement of expenses. 
MISDEMEANOR TRIALS 


Consistent with its policy endorsing the elimination of written consent in 


misdemeanor cases (JCUS-SEP 91, p. 66), the Judicial Conference, on 
recommendation of the Magistrate Judges Committee, endorsed in principle an 
“opt out" or waiver system for obtaining the consent of the defendant to trial 
before a magistrate judge in a misdemeanor case. 


ADJOINING DISTRICT JURISDICTION 


In order to clarify adjoining district jurisdiction, the Judicial Conference 


authorized the following: 


1. 


The full-time magistrate judge at Knoxville, Tennessee, and the full-time 
magistrate judge at Knoxville (or Chattanooga), Tennessee, to serve in 
the adjoining Western District of North Carolina; 


The full-time magistrate judge at Richmond, Virginia, to serve in the 
adjoining Eastern District of North Carolina and the Western District of 
Virginia; and 


The part-time magistrate judge at Richmond to serve in the adjoining 
Eastern District of North Carolina and the Western District of Virginia. 


To avoid confusion as to which positions have been specifically 


designated to serve in adjoining districts, the Conference passed the following 
resolution extending existing adjoining district jurisdiction designations to all 
magistrate judge positions subsequently authorized at the same location: 


Where a full-time or part-time magistrate judge position 
has been authorized specifically by the Judicial Conference to 
exercise adjoining district jurisdiction, any full-time or part-time 
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magistrate judge position established subsequently at the same 

location is authorized to exercise the same jurisdiction. This 

resolution is to apply prospectively, and to all existing positions. 
CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 


recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district courts, 
and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved the following 
changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrate 
judge positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these changes are to be effective 
when appropriated funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 


Massachusetts 


1. 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Boston; 
and 


Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, except as 
noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra 
pp. 28-30. 


Rhode Island 


1. 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Providence to full- 
time status; 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Providence from $33,513 to $47,877 per annum until such time as the 
new full-time magistrate judge at Providence is appointed; and 


Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, exccpi as 
noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supru 
pp. 28-30. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 


New York, Eastern 


1. 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Brooklyn; 
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2. Authorized a full-time magistrate judge position at Uniondale; and 

3. Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, except as 
noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra 
pp. 28-30. 

THIRD CIRCUIT 

New Jersey 

1. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position to serve the 
court at Newark; and 

2. Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 


arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, except as 
noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra 
pp. 28-30. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 


$e 


North Carolina, Western 


1. 


2. 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position to serve the 
court at Charlotte; and 


Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 


Texas, Western 


1. 


3. 


4 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Austin or 
Waco; 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at San Antonio to a 
full-time position; 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Midland- 
Odessa or Pecos; 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Midland 
(or Odessa) from $23,938 to $47,877 per annum; 
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5. Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge positions at Pecos and 
Midland (or Odessa) upon the appointment of the new full-time 
magistrate judge at Midland-Odessa or Pecos; and 


6. Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, except as 
noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra 


pp. 28-30. 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Ohio, Northern 
1. Authorized a new full-time magistrate judge position to serve the court at 
Cleveland; and 
2. Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 


arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district. 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
Missouri, Eastern 


1. Authorized two additional full-time magistrate judge positions at St. Louis; 
and 


2. Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Alaska 
1. Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Anchorage to full- 
time status; and 
2. Made no other changes in the number, salaries, or locations of the 


magistrate judge positions in the district, except as noted above in the 
section entitled “Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra pp. 28-30. 


California, Northern 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Eureka 
from $4,787 to $7,180 per annum. 
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Oregon 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Mecford 
from $7,180 to $28,726 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


Oklahoma, Western 


1, 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Oklahoma City to 
full-time status; 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Altus; and 
Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries, or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, except as 


noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra 
pp. 28-30. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Florida, Southern 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Fort 
Pierce from $4,787 to $23,938 per annum. 


Georgia, Middle 


1. 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Albany to a full- 
time magistrate judge position at Macon or Albany; and 


Made no other changes in the number, locations, salaries or 
arrangements of the magistrate judge positions in the district, except as 
noted above in the section entitled "Part-Time Magistrate Judges," supra 
pp. 28-30. 


COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS 


COURT OF VETERANS APPEALS 


Under section 3 of Public Law 102-82, the Court of Veterans Appeals, an 


Article | court not subject to the administrative authority of the Judicial 
Conference (with the limited exception of the filing of financial disclosure reports 
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under 28 U.S.C. App. Il) is required to establish procedures, consistent with 28 
U.S.C. § 372(c), for the filing, investigation, and resolution of complaints with 
respect to the conduct or disability of any judge of the Court. However, there 
is no statutory provision for independent review of the Court's disciplinary 
actions. Upon request of the Chief Judge of the Court for the views of the 
Judicial Conference, the Committee recommended and the Conference 
approved a communication to the Court of Veterans Appeals and the Congress 
that the Conference does nat object to properly drafted legislation providing the 
Conference a review role over the disposition of conduct and disability 
complaints involving judges of the Court of Veterans Appeals, but only if (1) 
consistent treatment is given to other Article | courts outside the Conference 
structure in the event they were to adopt a procedure pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
§ 372(c); and (2) it is clarified that the Conference is not thereby required to 
assume any other administrative function vis-a-vis those courts (except the 
review of financial disclosure reports, already independently required by law). 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure reported that, at the 
request of the Chief Justice, it has asked the chairs and reporters of the 
advisory committees to include with any proposed rules changes to be 
submitted to the Supreme Court, a summary to indicate which of the proposed 
changes were the subject of substantial controversy, the arguments made on 
both sides, the reasoning of the committees in deciding the controversial 
matters the way they did, information regarding divisions of opinion within the 
responsible committees, and any substantial objections to the proposed 
changes. In addition, a plan for the review by the Style Subcommittee of 
proposed amendments to the various federal procedural rules has been 
adopted, and a review of the proposed rules amendments currently in circulation 
will be completed before the next Committee meeting. 


COMMITTEE ON SPACE AND FACILITIES 
UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE 
The Judicial Conference approved amendments to the United States 
Courts Design Guide, recommended by the Committee on Space and Facilities, 
(1) making a technical change relevant to the number of judicial officers required 


for establishment of satellite and unstaffed court libraries; and (2) adding 
language concerning accessibility of federal defender offices. 
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SPACE EMERGENCY IN BROOKLYN, NEW YORK 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference approved 


the following resolution concerning the serious housing situation in the Eastern 


District of New York at Brooklyn: 


WHEREAS, in September 1989, the Judicial Conference of the 
United States declared, for the first and only time to date, a 
"judicial space emergency" in the Eastern District of New York at 
Brooklyn due to the serious lack of adequate facilities in which to 
conduct court business, and no significant progress has been 
made toward resolving the court's critical housing problems; and 


WHEREAS, within the next several months four judges will be 
eligible and may take senior status and no courtrooms or 
chambers are available for these judicial officers; and 


WHEREAS, the court's caseload during the last five years has 
increased 12 percent as compared to a national decrease of 14 
percent; for the year ended June 30, 1991, the workload of the 
court increased nine percent compared to a national decrease of 
four percent; and over the last five years the court devoted 
roughly 60 percent of its trial time to criminal cases, as compared 
to a national average of 40 percent; and 


WHEREAS, in spite of the efforts of the Congress to direct the 
Executive Branch’s General Services Administration to resolve the 
judicial space emergency, the Executive Branch has been unable 
to provide a solution to the long term housing needs of the 
Judiciary in Brooklyn; 


NOW THEREFORE, the Judicial Conference of the United States 
reaffirms the urgent need to alleviate the critical housing problems 
of the court at Brooklyn, New York, by endorsing a plan to move 
the court into a renovated and greatly expanded Brooklyn General 
Post Office Building, and requests that all interested parties be 
advised of this resolution, including Congressmen and Senators 
from New York, the Chairmen of the House and Senate Public 
Works and Postal Service Committees and _ respective 
Subcommittee Chairmen, the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, and the Administrator of General Services. 


RESOLUTIONS 


In appreciation of Judge Donald P. Lay, the Judicial Conference adopted 
the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States, recognizes 
with appreciation, respect and admiration the 


HONORABLE DONALD P. LAY 
of the United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. 


Judge Lay was appointed to the Court of Appeals on July 
22, 1966, where he served for twenty-five years. At the time of his 
appointment, at the age of thirty-nine, he was the second 
youngest person to be appointed to the Court of Appeals. From 
January 1, 1980, until January 7, 1992, he served as the circuit's 
chief judge. 


Judge Lay was a member of the United States Judicial 
Conference's Committee on Trial Practice and Technique from 
1969-1970; a consultant to the Federal Judicial Center's Advisory 
Committee on State-Federal Relations from 1968-1970; a member 
of the Advisory Committee on Appellate Rules from 1973-1978; 
and a member of the Executive Board of the American Judicature 
Society from 1979-82. Since 1979, he has served on the U.S. 
Judicial Conference, the longest tenure of any chief judge in the 
nation. 


Among Judge Lay’s many distinctive honors was the 
Hanker-Finkbins Award from the University of lowa in 1980, and 
a judicial achievement award as the Outstanding Federal Appellate 
Judge of the year in 1982, by the American Trial Lawyers. In 
1988, he was awarded the prestigious Herbert Harley Award by 
the American Judicature Society in recognition of his contribution 
to the administration of justice. 


Judge Lay's years as Chief Judge of the Eighth Circuit 
Court of Appeals have been marked by his commitment to 
opening the judicial process. During his tenure, federal practice 
committees were formed in each district to allow lawyers to have 
a greater voice in district court rules and procedures. In addition, 
selective invitations to the Eighth Circuit Judicial Conference were 
abandoned and open registration of all attorneys was adopted. 
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Circuit and district court historical societies were organized with 
the goal of preserving histories of all judges by videotape and 
portrait. 


His commitment to civil rights is unparalleled. He has 
actively promoted the development of federal public defender 
programs and death penalty resource centers in the Eighth 
Circuit. In over 1,000 opinions, he has authored major death 
penalty cases, significant decisions on Indian law, and important 
cases dealing with free speech and women's rights. He has 
written extensively on federal habeas corpus and authored the 
dissent adopted by the Supreme Court in its landmark decision 
establishing due process for federal and state prisoners. 


Judge Lay’s friend and Eighth Circuit colleague, Senior 
Judge Myron H. Bright has said of him, "As a judge, he has been 
doggedly devoted to the pursuit of equal justice for everyone in 
this country and in his opinions for the court, has extended civil 
rights to all citizens regardless of race, sex, or religion." 


For his principled leadership, his unyielding dedication to 
the work of the court, and his compassionate commitment to 
those served by the courts, we thank him and extend our highest 
esteem and gratitude. 


x* * & & 


On behalf of the Judicial Conference, the Executive Committee adopted 
the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States, recognizes 
with appreciation, respect and admiration the 


HONORABLE AUBREY E. ROBINSON, JR. 


Chief Judge of the United States District Court for the District of 
Columbia and a member of this Conference from September 14, 
1982, to March 30, 1992. 


During his tenure on the federal bench, Judge Robinson 
has served the Conference and the judiciary in many capacities, 
including membership on the Ad Hoc Committee on Court 
Facilities and Design, 1971-1975; the Committee on Administration 
of the Criminal Law, 1977-1983; the Committee to Study the 
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Judicial Conference, 1986-1987; and the Board of the Federal 
Judicial Center and its Bench Book Committee, 1978-1982. Both 
Retired Chief Justice Burger and Chief Justice Rehnquist 
demonstrated their confidence in Judge Robinson's effectiveness, 
reliability, and judgment by appointing him to the Executive 
Committee of the Judicial Conference. While serving on the 
Executive Committee, Judge Robinson's adjunct assignments 
included serving on the ad hoc committee to develop strategy for 
consideration and appropriate action on the Civil Justice Reform 
Act of 1990, and chairing the Legislative Liaison Group, the 
organization of the Executive Committee that coordinates contacts 
between the judicial and legislative branches. 


Judge Robinson has carried out his responsibilities to the 
Conference, the Executive Committee, and the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia, with skill, tact and 
ability. He has set and continues to maintain a high standard as 
a dedicated public servant and has earned the regard, respect 
and esteem of his colleagues. We will miss his wise Counsel and 
friendship during the sessions of the Judicial Conference, and 
extend our congratulations and deep appreciation for his many 
contributions to the administration of justice. 


FUNDING 
All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Conference subject to the 
availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available resources. 
RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters considered 
at this session where necessary for legislative or administrative action. 


Chief Justice of the United State 


Presiding 


May 26, 1992 
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1992 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


September 22, 1992 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened in Washington, 
D.C., on September 22, 1992, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the 
United States issued under 28 U.S.C. § 331. The Chief Justice presided, and 
the following members of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Stephen G. Breyer 
Judge Francis J. Boyle, 
District of Rhode Island 


Second Circuit: 


Chief Judge Thomas J. Meskill 
Chief Judge Charles L. Brieant, 
Southern District of New York 


Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Dolores K. Sloviter 
Chief Judge John F. Gerry, 
District of New Jersey 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Sam J. Ervin, Ill 
Judge W. Earl Britt, 
Eastern District of North Carolina 


Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Henry A. Politz 
Chief Judge Morey L. Sear, 
Eastern District of Louisiana 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Gilbert S. Merritt 
Judge Edward H. Johnstone, 
Western District of Kentucky 


Seventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Chief Judge Barbara B. Crabb, 
Western District of Wisconsin 


Eighth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Richard S. Arnold 
Chief Judge Donald E. O’Brien, 
Northern District of lowa 


Ninth Circuit: 


Chief Judge J. Clifford Wallace 
Chief Judge William D. Browning, 
District of Arizona 


Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Monroe G. McKay 
Judge Richard P. Matsch, 
District of Colorado 
Eleventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat 
Judge Anthony A. Alaimo, 
Southern District of Georgia 
District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Abner J. Mikva 


Chief Judge John Garrett Penn, 
District of Columbia 
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Federal Circuit: 

Chief Judge Helen W. Nies 
Court of International Trade: 

Chief Judge Dominick L. DiCarlo 


Circuit Judges Douglas H. Ginsburg, Deanell R. Tacha, and William W. 
Wilkins, Jr.; and District Judges Lloyd D. George, Robert E. Keeton, Stanley 
Marcus, Robert M. Parker, Sam C. Pointer, Jr., and Rya W. Zobel attended the 
Conference sessions. Circuit Executives Vincent Flanagan, Steven Flanders, 
John P. Hehman, Samuel W. Phillips, Lydia Comberrel, James A. Higgins, Collins 
T. Fitzpatrick, June L. Boadwine, Gregory B. Walters, Eugene J. Murret, Norman 
E. Zoller, and Linda Finkelstein were also present at Conference sessions. 


Congressman William Hughes, Chairman of the House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual Property, and the Administration of Justice, 
spoke to the Conference on matters pending in Congress of interest to the 
judiciary. The Solicitor General of the United States, Kenneth Starr, addressed 
the Conference on matters of mutual interest to the Department of Justice and 
the Conference. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did James E. 
Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General Counsel; Robert 
E. Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; Karen K. Siegel, Chief, Judicial 
Conference Secretariat; Wendy Jennis, Deputy Chief, Judicial Conference 
Secretariat; and David A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. Judge William W 
Schwarzer and Russell R. Wheeler, Director and Deputy Director of the Federal 
Judicial Center, also attended the sessions of the Conference, as did Robb 
Jones, Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice; Richard Schickele, Supreme 
Court Staff Counsel; and Margaret Farrell, Marjorie McCoy, and Mark 
Rosenbaum, Judicial Fellows. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, 
L. Ralph Mecham, presented to the Conference a report on the activities of the 
agency and the workload of the federal judiciary during the year ended 
June 30, 1992. 
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JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Mecham reported that during 1992, total filings in the regional courts 
of appeals rose nine percent to a record high of 46,032. The overall increase 
in appeals resulted in part from a ten percent growth in criminal appeals from 
the U.S. district courts. Two major factors contributed to this increase: 
enactment of the sentencing guidelines, which provide for appeals of convictions 
as well as sentences imposed, and drug-related appeals, which comprised 54 
percent of the total criminal appeals filed. Appeals of the decisions of the 
district courts on state and federal prisoner petitions rose 11 percent, and 
appeals of bankruptcy cases increased 16 percent. Administrative agency cases 
increased ten percent in 1992. The courts of appeals disposed of 42,933 
appeals in 1992, an increase of four percent; appeals terminated on the merits 
rose two percent. During 1992, the pending caseload in the regional courts of 
appeals increased ten percent to 35,526, compared to a two percent increase 
in 1991. 


Filings in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit increased 13 
percent to 1,684, attributable to cases from the Merit Systems Protection Board 
and from the Court of Veterans Appeals. Appeals disposed of in the Federal 
Circuit rose seven percent to 1,519 this year. Since filings outnumbered 
terminations, the pending caseload rose 21 percent. 


Reversing a declining trend begun in 1988, civil filings in the U.S. district 
courts increased this year to 226,895 cases, up nine percent from 1991. Civil 
filings involving the United States increased 20 percent to 63,310 cases; private 
filings increased five percent to 163,585. Cases filed by the U.S. government 
rose 35 percent, mostly attributable to an increase in actions to recover 
defaulted student loans and overpayment of veterans’ benefits. By contrast, 
actions against the U.S. increased only slightly, up four percent to 26,212 filings. 
Both federal civil rights (up 16 percent) and social security (up 9 percent) cases 
contributed to this growth. Two major factors contributed to the increase in 
private civil filings: a 23 percent rise in private civil rights cases and a 12 
percent rise in state prisoner petitions. Offsetting these increases in private 
civil filings was a six percent decrease in diversity of citizenship cases, 
attributable to a significant decline in asbestos cases, which fell 42 percent in 
1992. Action by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation had a considerable 
effect on asbestos cases filed, terminated and pending last year. The Panel is 
transferring asbestos cases pending in the U.S. district courts to the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania. Potential plaintiffs are delaying filing new asbestos 
cases while awaiting the outcome of settlement discussions. Diversity filings 
excluding asbestos cases remained essentially stable in 1992, suggesting that 
the initial impact of the May 1989 increase in the jurisdictional amount in 
diversity cases from $10,000 to $50,000 may be abating. Excluding asbestos, 
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civil cases terminated rose eight percent in 1992 while the pending caseload 
increased five percent. 


During 1992, criminal filings in the U.S. district courts resumed the 
decade-long growth that had stalled in 1991, rising six percent to 48,342 cases 
(including transfers). The number of defendants charged increased five percent 
to 68,187 in 1992. The increase is attributable in part to the focus on drug- 
related crimes. Drug cases increased seven percent, although the composition 
and locale of the cases is shifting from the Southern District of Texas, where 
cases began to decline last year, to the Southern District of California, where 
filings grew 46 percent in 1992. Weapons and firearms prosecutions increased 
23 percent in 1992. Criminal cases terminated increased two percent to 43,493 
in 1992. Since the number of filings outnumbered terminations during 1992, the 
pending caseload rose 13 percent as of June 30, 1992. 


Bankruptcy filings rose ten percent in 1992, to 972,490; terminations 
increased 19 percent over 1991, reaching 857,286 for the same period. 
Because filings outpaced terminations, the number of pending petitions rose by 
115,204 cases (ten percent) in 1992. The total pending caseload has now 
reached 1,237,357 petitions. The growth in bankruptcy filings was a result of a 
rapid rise in non-business filings, spurred primarily by an 11 percent increase in 
Chapter 7 liquidations and a nine percent increase in Chapter 13 adjustment 
filings. Business filings rose seven percent in 1992. The growth resulted from 
a three percent increase in Chapter 7 business filings, a six percent increase in 
Chapter 11 business reorganizations, a 25 percent increase in Chapter 13 
business debt adjustments, and a 20 percent increase in filings of family farmer 
business debt adjustments under Chapter 12. 


Mr. Mecham also reported that as of September 1, 1992, there were 19 
vacancies among the 179 judgeship positions authorized for the United States 
courts of appeals, 87 vacancies among the 649 positions authorized for the 
United States district courts, and two vacancies on the United States Court of 
International Trade. 


ACTIVITIES OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


Mr. Mecham reported that the fiscal year 1992 judiciary appropriation of 
$2.339 billion did not include sufficient resources to meet the operational needs 
of the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) panel attorney program. Although a 
supplemental appropriation was requested in January 1992, Congress did not 
act in time to prevent all available funds for payment of panei attorneys from 
being exhausted on June 17, 1992. Pending approval of the supplemental 
request, the Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference chose to fund panel 
attorney payments out of monies drawn from other operations of the courts. 
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(See "Fiscal Year 1992 Financial Plan," infra, p. 56.) This shift of funds had a 
severe impact on other court functions. ' 


Mr. Mecham also reported that, with regard to fiscal year 1993, the 
House and Senate Appropriations Committees, operating under very low 
allocations made to them under the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget 
(House Con. Res. 287), would apparently deliver the toughest budgetary hit to 
the judiciary since he became Director in 1985. The judiciary’s FY 1993 request 
was $2.836 billion, an increase of $470 million, or 20%, over FY 1992. Mr. 
Mecham anticipated fiscal year 1993 appropriations from Congress to be at 
substantially lower levels, such that the operations of the judiciary and its 
services to the public during the year will be significantly impaired.’ 


Despite budgetary constraints, the Administrative Office (AO) achieved 
some important accomplishments the past year in the following areas: 


e Legislation - Key legislation enacted this year includes reform of the 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS), which broadens and 
enhances the JSAS; the creation of 35 new bankruptcy judgeships; and 
the passage of an omnibus court reform bill that addresses many areas 
supported by the Conference. 


Communications - A number of efforts to enhance communications 
between the AO and the courts have been underway: (1) A task force 
of clerks, a Circuit executive and AO senior managers was formed to 
discuss ways of improvirs; communications and cooperation; (2) In 
response to suggestions ‘:2m court unit heads, guidelines designed to 
increase the effectivenes:s of the AO advisory group structure were 
developed and are being implemented; (3) An AO Publications Council 
was created to continue efforts to improve the quality, usefulness and 
effectiveness of AO reports and publications; and (4) In order to 
implement effectively the recommendations of consultants on automation, 
a proposal for organizing and increasing user involvement in the 
automation development process was drafted and circulated for comment. 


' The supplemental bill, appropriating $31.25 million for defender services, 
was finally passed, and signed by the President on September 23, 1992. 


* On October 6, 1992, the President signed a bill appropriating $2.47 billion 
to the judiciary for FY 1993. This is approximately $370 million below the 
judiciary’s request and nearly $200 million below the amount needed to stay 
even with the services provided in FY 1992. 
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e Civil Justice Reform Act (CJRA) Implementation - The AO and the Federal 
Judicial Center are jointly developing a model CJRA delay and expense 
reduction plan which gives examples of the types of programs the courts 
have adopted to implement the procedur»s and techniques outlined in 
the CJRA. The model plan also discusses problems, conditions, and 
other factors a court may consider when deciding whether a particular 
procedure or technique would be useful in that district. 


6 Space and Facilities Program - Mr. Mecham reported that it appears that 
the judiciary’s courthouse building program is the largest such federal 
program undertaken this century. | Currently, there are about 325 
construction and alteration projects underway, 70 of which are major 
renovations (exceeding prospectus level) in existing courthouses. It is 
also estimated that 135 new courthouses are needed. 


® Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP) Study - The first three phases of the JSP 
study are now complete with the presentation of the National Academy 
of Public Administration’s report and recommendations to the Judicial 
Resources Committee in June 1992. The Committee accepted the report 
and directed the AO to proceed with Phase IV of the study. During 
Phase IV, court managers will be developing a new classification system 
as well as the compensation and job qualification components of the 
JSP. 


e Federal Judiciary Building - The new Federal Judiciary Building was 
completed on time and under budg +t. The consolidation of judiciary 
agencies, including the AO and the Federal Judicial Center, into one 
building will improve service to the courts and the public. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge William W Schwarzer, 
reported that, although at the time of the meeting the amount of the Center’s 
fiscal year 1993 appropriation was not yet known, it was expected to fall below 
that of fiscal year 1992. The Center is suffering a proportionately larger cut in 
its appropriation than are the courts. 


The Center is making substantial efforts to maintain its core education 
and research programs in the face of fiscal austerity. To that end the Center's 
Board and staff have taken a number of actions to ensure that its resources are 
applied in the most cost-effective ways. Among other things, the Center Board 
has approved termination of the Center's tuition assistance program, which 
subsidized individuals for job-related courses taken at universities and other 
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institutions. Most of the subject matter of courses previously made available 
through the tuition assistance program are covered by Center programs. The 
needs of local court units will continue to be met by expanded local training 
programs, which are far more cost-effective. 


The Center will continue to give priority to its education and training 
mission, while also carrying out its statutory research and planning assistance 
tasks. This requires constant assessment and reassessment of the priorities to 
assign to the many demands of the Center. Currently, the Center allocates 
about two-thirds of its budget for education and training (including supporting 
activities such as publications, media, and enhanced educational technology), 
divided about 60-40 between supporting personnel and judicial personnel. It 
spends about 20 percent on researcti, eight percent on administration and five 
percent on the history office, interjudicial affairs and long-range planning. 


As previously announced, during 1993, the Center will suspend for one 
year the traditional regional and circuit workshops and instead offer a series of 
national workshops, one for judges of the courts of appeals, three for district 
judges, one for bankruptcy judges and one for magistrate judges. These 
workshops will offer judges an opportunity to meet and exchange experiences 
with other judges throughout the country and will enable the Center to offer a 
more varied program. 


The Center continues to support the implementation of the Civil Justice 
Reform Act. With assistance from the Committee on Court Administration and 
Case Management, the Administrative Office and others, the Center is publishing 
a Manual on Litigation Management and Expense and Delay Reduction, which 
will serve as a reference source for individual judges. The Center is also 
assisting the Committee with other CJRA tasks and will continue to conduct 
seminars to assist courts and advisory grouns in implementation. 


Judge Schwarzer noted that the Center is assisting the National 
Commission on Judicial Discipline and Removal, headed by former 
Congressman Robert Kastenmeier, with research into historical precedents and 
the operation of the existing system for dealing with alleged judicial unfitness. 
With the cooperation of the circuit judicial councils, Center staff will be examining 
certain complaints and files within the limits of applicable confidentiality 
restrictions. This research is considered of importance in helping the 
Commission to evaluate the adequacy of the existing system. 


In April the Center, consistent with one of its statutory responsibilities, 
co-sponsored with the State Justice Institute the first national conference on 
judicial federalism, attended by over 300 state and federal judges. That 
conference is giving considerable impetus to efforts to advance state-federal 
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cooperation and coordination, and the Center is continuing to promote and 
assist such efforts, particularly in the organization and operation of state-federal 
judicial councils. 


At its March meeting, the Conference approved the transfer to the Center 
of unspent funds in the budget of the Conference Bicentennial Committee, to 
support a new biographical directory of federal judges. The Center will send 
judges an extensive data form that is designed to ensure consistency among 
entries for judges who have served over the 200-year history of the federal 
judiciary and allow production of a biographical directory equal in scope to that 
currently available for the Congress. 


Judge Schwarzer thanked the Conference committee chairs and chief 
circuit judges who participated in last March’s long-range planning seminar 
designed by the Center in cooperation with the Administrative Office. The 
judges’ comments during the seminar provided helpful lessons on long range 
planning for all those involved in the process. The Center is continuing to 
provide planning support to the Committee on Long Range Planning and other 
judicial branch units. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


Between Judicial Conference sessions, the Executive Committee took the 
following actions on behalf of the Conference: 


FISCAL YEAR 1992 FINANCIAL PLAN 


In light of deficiencies in the Defender Services appropriation for 
payments to court-appointed attorneys and other persons providing investigative, 
expert and other services under the Criminal Justice Act (see "Activities of the 
Administrative Office," supra, p. 52), the Executive Committee revised the fiscal 
year 1992 financial plan, initially placing certain funds in reserve from among 
different program availabilities. Subsequently, anticipating Congressional 
approval of a supplemental appropriations request, the Committee authorized the 
"borrowing" of the reserved funds to pay panel attorneys. However, when it later 
appeared that irreparable harm could occur to the public safety because funds 
reserved from drug aftercare, contractual support for pretrial services, and 
electronic monitoring programs were not available to those programs, the 
Executive Committee identified alternative accounts from which funds could be 
“borrowed” to pay panel attorneys (and others under the CJA) until the 
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supplemental request was approved.’ The Committee also approved a plan for 
spending reserved funds after approval of the supplemental appropriations 
request. 


IMPLIED CONSENT IN BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDINGS 


The proposed Federal Courts Study Committee Implementation Act of 
1992 (S. 1569, 102nd Congress) incorporated a Federal Courts Study Committee 
(FCSC) recommendation to amend 28 U.S.C. § 157(c) to allow a party in a non- 
core, related bankruptcy proceeding to be deemed to have consented to a 
bankruptcy judge's findings becoming final unless the party objects within 10 
days after entry of the bankruptcy judge's findings (FCSC Report, April 2, 1990, 
p. 76). The Executive Committee had endorsed this FCSC recommendation in 
August 1990 (JCUS-SEP 90, p. 64), and now reaffirmed its endorsement in 
concept; however, the Committee, on recommendation of the Committee on 
Administration of the Bankruptcy System, agreed to support an alternative 
amendment (to 28 U.S.C. § 157(c)(1)) which more clearly accomplishes the same 
result. 


The Executive Committee declined to take action on an additional 
recommendation of the Bankruptcy Committee to make a potentially more 
controversial anendment to 28 U.S.C. § 157(c)(2) which would, in the absence 
of objection, deem consent to a bankruptcy judge's final disposition of a non- 
core bankruptcy proceeding. See "Implied Consent," infra, p. 61. 


FEDERALIZATION OF STATE CRIMES 


Expressing opposition to a pronounced trend by Congress of federalizing 
traditional state crimes, the Executive Committee agreed on behalf of the Judicial 
Conference to oppose four bills pending in the 102nd Congress: The Child 
Support Recovery Act of 1992, H.R. 1241; Farm Animal and Research Facilities 
Protection Act of 1992, H.R. 2407; Anti-Car Theft Act of 1992, H.R. 4542; and 
The Kahla Lansing Child Protection Act, S. 2065. Such a trend will negatively 
impact on the ability of the federal courts to hear federal criminal prosecutions, 
as well as carry out vital civil responsibilities in a timely manner. 


RESOLUTION 


On behalf of the Judicial Conference, the Executive Committee adopted 
the following resolution: 


*As noted, the judiciary supplemental appropriations bill was subsequently 
signed by the President on September 23, 1992. 
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The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes 
with appreciation, respect and admiration the Honorable 


GEORGE E. MACKINNON 


of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit. 


During his twenty-three years on the federal bench, Judge 
MacKinnon has served the judiciary and the nation in manifold 
capacities. His service to the Judicial Conference and the 
judiciary overall has included membership on the Committee on 
Salaries from 1971 to 1972, the Subcommittee on Supporting 
Personnel from 1973 to 1980, and the Committee on the 
Administration of the Criminal Law from 1983 to 1987. In 1972, 
the Judicial Conference elected Judge MacKinnon to serve on the 
Board of Certification for Circuit Executives, where he continued 
to serve until 1983. Retired Chief Justice Burger appointed him 
to the three-udge Emergency Review Committee, which was 
tasked with considering requests for exceptions to the restrictions 
under the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings Deficit Reduction Act of 1985. 
From 1979 to 1982, Judge MacKinnon served as the first 
Presiding Judge of the United States Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court of Review. President Reagan appointed him 
to the United States Sentencing Commission in 1985, where he 
remained until October of 1991. 


Judge MacKinnon is now approaching the end of his third 
term as the Presiding Judge of the Special Division of the U. S. 
Court of Appeals in the District of Columbia, responsible for the 
selection and appointment of independent counsel under the 
Ethics in Government Act. As demonstrated by his numerous and 
diverse appointments over the past two decades, it is clear that 
Judge MacKinnon has enjoyed the confidence and trust of our 
recent Presidents and Chief Justices alike. Judge MacKinnon has 
carried out his responsibilities to the Conference, his court, and 
the nation with skill, tact, and integrity. He has maintained high 
standards as a dedicated public servant and has gained the 
regard, respect and esteem of his colleagues in all three branches 
of government. 


On behalf of the Judicial Conference and a grateful nation, 


we extend congratulations and heartfelt appreciation for Judge 
MackKinnon’s many significant contributions to the administration 
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of justice in the United States and wish him well in all his future 
endeavors. 


MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 
The Executive Committee: 


Approved for transmission to Congress draft language concerning 
"temporary" bankruptcy judgeships; 


Revised the jurisdictional statements of the Committees on Court 
Administration and Case Management and Long Range Planning, and 
changed the name of the Committee on Judicial Ethics to the Committee 
on Financial Disclosure; 


Reaffirmed approval of a program permitting reimbursement of a judicial 
nominee's travel expenses for attendance at a formal AO orientation; 


Approved a temporary increase in the salary of a part-time magistrate 
judge in the District of New Mexico to enable the magistrate judge to 
handle the workload of a deceased full-time magistrate judge until a 
successor is appointed; 


Opposed certain provisions of the Access to Justice Act (S. 2180 and 
H.R. 4155, 102nd Congress), took no position on certain provisions and 
referred one provision back to the Court Administration and Case 
Management Committee for further study; 


Approved transmittal to Congress of a report on the civil justice expense 
and delay reduction plans developed and implemented by the United 
States district courts as required by the Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990 
(Public Law No. 101-650); 


Approved funding priorities with regard to the judiciary’s fiscal year 1993 
budget request in response to Congressional requests; agreed to 
communicate with circuit chief judges and chairmen of "line" Conference 
committees concerning Senate Appropriations Committee language 
suggesting ways to economize; and decided to seek ideas from judges 
on how to cope with the extremely tight fiscal year 1993 budget levels; 


Agreed to consult with Conference committee chairs concerning whether 


to make all committee reports accessible and agreed that background 
materials will generally not be made available; 
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e Agreed to seek an amendment to proposed Social Security legislation 
(H.R. 589, 102nd Congress) which would authorize the federal district 
courts (in addition to state courts which are already provided for in the 
bill) to use social security numbers for identification of individuals for jury 
selection; 


e Authorized the Judicial Conference Committee to Review the Criminal 
Justice Act to release its interim report to the public in advance of the 
Conference session; 


e Approved the agenda for the October 1992 Sentencing Institute for the 
Third, Seventh, and D.C. Circuits; and agreed to request the Criminal 
Law Committee to consider whether such training should be combined 
with other Federal Judicial Center programs; and 


e Continued its oversight of relations between the Administrative Office and 
the Federal Judicial Center. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that it has endorsed 
proposed guidelines for Administrative Office advisory groups. In addition, the 
Committee approved the recommendations of its Subcommittee on Report 
Production, Publications, and Statistical Gatherings, which called for increased 
coordination of existing statistical gathering systems; a comprehensive study of 
the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures; a self-assessment of 
Administrative Office reports and publications, including a solicitation of 
suggestions from court personnel; and the creation of a catalog of 
Administrative Office reports and publications. 


COMMITTEE ON AUTOMATION AND TECHNOLOGY 
LIBRARY PROGRAM 
The Committee on Automation and Technology recommended the 
voluntary use of a standard electronic citation system for opinions disseminated 


on the Electronic Dissemination of Opinions System (EDOS). The Judicial 
Conference declined to approve this recommendation. 


The Committee also proposed amendments to the lawbook list for 


magistrate judges, which were approved by the Conference. The revised list will 
be published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 
IMPLIED CONSENT 


The Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System 
recommended that the Judicial Conference support an amendment to 28 U.S.C. 
§ 157(c)(2) to provide for implied consent to final determination by a bankruptcy 
judge in a non-core proceeding. Because of constitutional concerns raised, 
the Conference disapproved the provision. See also "Implied Consent in 
Bankruptcy Proceedings," supra, p. 57. 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATORS 


Recent legislative changes necessitated amendments to the existing 
"Regulations for the Bankruptcy Administrator Program," particularly in light 
section 317(b) of the Federal Courts Study Committee Implementation Act of 
1990 (Public Law No. 101-650) which granted standing to bankruptcy 
administrators to file pleadings and briefs, and appear in court and be heard on 
any issue in any case under Title 11, United States Code. The Judicial 
Conference approved the Bankruptcy Committee’s proposed amendments. The 
Conference also approved the Committee’s recommendation to require a full 
field background investigation for future chapter 13 standing trustees and a 
name check investigation for chapter 7 trustees in those districts served by the 
bankruptcy administrator program. 


PLACES OF HOLDING BANKRUPTCY COURT 


Upon request of the Judicial Council of the Eighth Circuit, the Judicial 
Conference designated Fayetteville as an official duty station for a bankruptcy 
judge in Arkansas. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 
ALTERNATIVE BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1994 


As in prior years, the Budget Committee anticipated the need to reduce 
the judiciary’s budget request below the full funding level due to Congressional 
funding constraints in a period of large federal deficits. Thus, the Committee 
recommended, and the Judicial Conference approved alternative, or lower, 
budget requests for fiscal year 1994, subject to amendments necessary as a 
result of (a) new legislation, (b) actions of the Conference or (c) other reasons 
the Director of the Administrative Office considers necessary and appropriate, 
not to exceed a total increase of 29 percent over the fiscal year 1993 
appropriation. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE CODES OF CONDUCT 


Since its last report to the Conference in March 1992, the Committee 
received 48 new written inquiries and issued 38 advisory responses. The 
Chairman received and responded to 55 telephonic inquiries. In addition, 
individual Committee members responded to 61 informal inquiries from their 
colleagues. 


CODE OF CONDUCT FOR UNITED STATES JUDGES 


In August 1990, the American Bar Association approved a New Model 
Code of Judicial Conduct. In light of this New Model Code, the Committee on 
the Codes of Conduct conducted a comprehensive review of the Judicial 
Conference’s Code of Conduct for United States Judges and recommended 
revisions to the Code. These revisions are intended to provide more guidance 
to judges in areas where experience has suggested the need for clarification. 
The Judicial Conference approved the Committee’s recommendations. The 
Code of Conduct is published in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. 


RESOLUTION 


In appreciation of Judge Walter K. Stapleton, the Judicial Conference 
adopted the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes 
with appreciation, respect, and admiration the Honorable 


WALTER K. STAPLETON 


Chairman of the Committee on Codes of Conduct from 
November 20, 1987 to October 1, 1992. 


Judge Stapleton has played a vital role in the 
administration of the federal court system and has served as a 
leader while, at the same time, continuing to perform his judicial 
duties as a Judge of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Third Circuit. He has demonstrated an unwavering faith in the 
judicial process, and his departure marks the end of a 
distinguished era of substantive changes that expanded the 
responsibilities and increased the effectiveness of the Committee 
on the Codes of Conduct. Judge Stapleton shepherded the 
judiciary’s implementation of the Ethics Reform Act of 1989, which 
included extensive work in drafting regulations which were 
adopted by the Judicial Conference. He also guided the 
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Committee's review of the Code of Conduct for United States 
Judges and subsequent recommendations for substantial revisions 
to the Code. Finally, he spearheaded the Committee’s work in 
preparing for publication a compendium summarizing over 1,000 
of its significant published and unpublished opinions interpreting 
the Code of Conduct and the Ethics Reform Act and regulations. 
He has set a standard of skilled leadership and has earned our 
deep respect and sincere gratitude for his innumerable 
contributions over the years. 


We acknowledge with appreciation his commitment to the 
federal judiciary as shown by his dedicated service to the Judicial 
Conference and the judiciary as a whole. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 
AND CASE MANAGEMENT 


CLERICAL SUPPORT FOR PART-TIME MAGISTRATE JUDGES 


To promote a more uniform level of clerical support for part-time 
magistrate judges who perform their duties in federal court space, the Judicial 
Conference voted to encourage the district courts to provide to such part-time 
magistrate judges the same level of administrative support afforded to full-time 
magistrate judges, to the extent feasible. 


VIDEOTAPING COURT PROCEEDINGS 


At its September 1988 session, the Judicial Conference authorized a two- 
year experiment to test the use of videotape recordings as a method of taking 
and reviewing the official record of court proceedings (JCUS-SEP 88, p. 83). 
Although the completion date for the experiment as established by the 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management is December 31, 
1992, the Committee believed that continued use of videotape beyond that date 
should be permitted in order to avoid any gap in that practice in the event that 
the Conference approves the use of videotape as a permanent option at its 
September 1993 session. Thus, on recommendation of the Committee (pending 
a Judicial Conference determination regarding the experiment in September 
1993), the Conference authorized (1) participating district courts to continue the 
use of the videotaping systems beyond the end of the two-year experiment; and 
(2) participating appellate courts to continue to accept videotape as the record 
on appeal from pilot district courts. 
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CERTIFICATION OF INTERPRETERS 


Upon request of the Judicial Councils of the Seventh and Ninth Circuits 
for certification of interpreters in 12 additional languages, the Committee on 
Court Administration and Case Management reviewed an analysis of |! 
interpreting needs of these circuits and examined a proposal by the University 
of Arizona for the development of a more cost effective method for certifying 
and qualifying interpreters. Pending the availability of funds, the Judicial 
Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation that the Conference 
direct the Administrative Office to provide for full certification of interpreters in 
Cantonese (Chinese), Ilocano, Korean, Mandarin (Chinese), Punjabi, Tagalog 
and Vietnamese; for modified certification of interpreters in Armenian, Japanese, 
Laotian and Polish; and for "Otherwise Qualified" status in Mein. 


BIAS IN THE FEDERAL JUDICIARY 


Concluding that bias, in all of its forms, presents a danger to the 
effective administration of justice in federal courts, the Committee recommended, 
and the Judicial Conference adopted, a resolution encouraging each circuit not 
already doing so to sponsor educational programs for judges, supporting 
personnel and attorneys to sensitize them to concerns of bias based on race, 
ethnicity, gender, age and disability, and the extent to which bias may affect 
litigants, witnesses, attorneys and all those who work in the judicial branch. 
Further, the Judicial Conference voted to encourage each circuit to report to the 
Committee on Court Administration and Case Management on action taken to 
implement this resolution. 


MISCELLANEOUS FEES 


Although the Judicial Conference schedules of fees for the appellate, 
district and bankruptcy courts provide for a handling fee of $25 for a check paid 
into the court and returned for lack of funds (28 U.S.C. §§ 1913, 1914), a 
comparable provision was not included in the schedule of fees for the United 
States Claims Court (28 U.S.C. § 1927). Because the rationale for assessing 
such a fee exists equally in the Claims Court, the Conference approved a 
Committee recommendation to amend the schedule of fees for the United States 
Claims Court to include a $25 fee for checks paid into the Court which are 
returned for lack of funds. 


In order to recover more effectively the full costs of noticing in the 
bankruptcy courts, the Judicial Conference approved the collection of a 
miscellaneous administrative fee of $30 in all chapter 7 and chapter 13 cases, 
in lieu of noticing fees currently charged by the clerk of court under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1930(b). In addition, the Conference directed the Committee on the 


64 


Administration of the Bankruptcy System to study an alternative fee arrangement 
which would assess a percentage fee on distributions made pursuant to plans 
confirmed in chapter 11 and chapte: 7 asset cases. If the results of the study 
show that substantial funds could be raised by the chapter 11 and 7 asset case 
fees, then such fees, upon approval of the Judicial Conference and Congress 
(if appropriate), would replace the $30 miscellaneous administrative fee. 


FILING FEE FOR CIViL ACTIONS 


The civil filing fee was increased in 1978 from $15 to $60, and in 1986, 
it was raised from $60 to $120. Upon recommendation of the Committee on 
Court Administration and Case Management, the Conference supported an 
amendment to 28 U.S.C. § 1914(a) to increase the civil action filing fee from 
$120 to $150. 


CLAIMS COURT TECHNICAL AND PROCEDURAL 
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1991 


At its March 1992 session, the Judicial Conference, upon 
recommendation of the Committee, took no position on a provision of the draft 
Claims Court Technical and Procedural Improvement Act of 1991, which would 
have authorized judges of the Claims Court to hold evidentiary hearings in 
foreign countries (JCUS-MAR 92, p. 18). This was done so that the position of 
the State Department could be determined and assessed. Having considered 
the position of the Departments of Justice and State, the Committee 
recommended and the Conference approved support for that section of the Act 
which authorized hearings in foreign countries, with the proviso that the section 
be amended to include an interlocutory appeal provision similar to that provided 
in 28 U.S.C. § 256(b) for the Court of International T: > e.* 


COMMITTEE ON COURT AND JUDICIAL SECURITY 


In view of the importance of security for both judges and court staff, the 
Judicial Conference endorsed a policy that the District Court Security 
Committees, in conjunction with the United States Marshals Service, at least 
every two years should present a program on security to all judicial officers and 


“The "Federal Courts Administration Act of 1992" (Public Law No. 102-572), 
signed by the President on October 29, 1992, renamed the Claims Court the 
“Court of Federal Claims" and authorized the Court to issue orders permitting 
evidentiary hearings in foreign countries. The new law also provides that an 
interlocutory appeal may be taken from such an order. 
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court employees. The program should be tailored to address local conditions 
and should include a plan for dealing with civil unrest. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


The Committee on Criminal Law reported that it heard from Judge William 
W. Wilkins, Chairman of the United States Sentencing Commission, concerning 
the status of Judicial Conference recommendations to the Commission for 
amendments to the guidelines. The Commission decided not to take any action 
on recommendations related to departures from the sentencing guidelines in 
view of a comprehensive report by the Commission that will be available during 
the 1993 amendment cycle. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 
ESTABLISHMENT OF NEW DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


In light of the relative cost effectiveness of the federal defender program, 
as well as the increasing complexity of criminal cases resulting in a decline in 
the acceptable number of cases a single attorney can competently handle, the 
Committee on Defender Services recommended removal of the requirement in 
the Criminal Justice Act that a district have a minimum of 200 CJA appointments 
annually in order to qualify for the establishment of a federal public or 
community defender organization. The Judicial Conference approved this 
recommendation and will seek legislation to accomplish this purpose. In the 
absence of a statutory minimum caseload requirement, proposals to establish 
federal defender organizations would continue to be reviewed for cost- 
effectiveness and ability to meet the needs of the district served, including the 
following factors: (1) the changing average caseload in a district; (2) the 
prevalence or lack of qualified attorneys to serve on the panel; (3) the proximity 
of court locations to each other; and (4) the nature of the district's caseload 


REPRESENTATION FOR EMPLOYMENT-RELATED INVESTIGATIONS 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference voted to 
support proposed legislation which would provide that the Director of the 
Administrative Office shall reimburse federal public and community defender 
organization employees for the costs of legal representation incurred as a result 
of criminal or disciplinary investigations arising out of the employee’s 
performance of official duties, provided that such investigation does not result 
in adverse action against the employee. The proposed legislation supported by 
the Conference further provides that the Director of the Administrative Office 
may, in his or her discretion, reimburse panel attorneys and others providing 
representational services pursuant to the CJA for legal costs incurred as a result 
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of a criminal or disciplinary investigation arising out of such person’s conduct 
in furnishing such representation or other services, provided that the 
investigation does not result in an adverse action against the person. 


ANNUAL REPORTS OF ATTORNEY COMPENSATION 


In 1972, the Judicial Conference directed the Administrative Office to 
produce a quarterly report on panel attorneys earning in excess of $1000 during 
the reporting period (JCUS-APR 72, p. 21). In subsequent years the Conference 
has increased the reporting period and the threshold amount (a semiannual 
report of earnings above $6,000 (JCUS-OCT 72, p. 54); an annual report of 
earnings above $12,000 (JCUS-SEP 76, p. 60-61); and an annual report of 
earnings above $24,000 (JCUS-MAR 885, p. 31). Because increases in the costs 
of representation have resulted in lengthy reports, the preparation of which took 
substantial time, the Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation to 
modify, once again, the requirement for an annual report on CJA panel attorney 
compensation in excess of $24,000 to include only those attorneys earning in 
excess of $50,000 during the preceding year. 


FUNDING OF FEDERAL PUBLIC AND 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


Under its delegated authority from the Judicial Conference (JCUS-MAR 
89, p. 16), the Committee approved additional fiscal year 1993 funding for 
federal public defender organizations totalling $6,412,309 in order to provide for 
FY 1993 budget allocation increases for 25 of the 43 existing defender 
organizations and initial funding for one defender organization newly authorized 
for FY 1993. The Committee also approved FY 1993 budget allocation 
increases totalling 1,582,566 for five of the nine traditional community defender 
organizations. These increases resulted in revised FY 1993 totals of 
$92,390,373 for federal public defender organizations and $24,270,372 for 
traditional community defender organizations. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 
RESOLUTION 


The Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction recommended, and the 
Judicial Conference adopted, the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States recognizes 
with respect, appreciation, and admiration the Honorable 


THOMAS M. REAVLEY 


Whereas Thomas M. Reaviey served as Chairman of the 
Federal-State Jurisdiction Committee from March 30, 1990 until 
May 5, 1992 and served as a member of the Committee from 
November 20, 1987 until October 1, 1992, and as a member of 
the Committee on Court Administration from 1984 to 1987; and 


Whereas during his tenure as Chairman of the Federal- 
State Jurisdiction Committee Judge Reaviey also served as 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Asbestos Litigation and 
the Ad Hoc Committee on Gender-Based Violence; and 


Whereas Judge Reaviey has represented the Judicial 
Conference before numerous committees of the United States 
Congress on issues of importance to the federal judiciary; and 


Whereas Judge Reaviey has worked tirelessly to foster and 
strengthen the relationships between the federal and state 
judiciaries; and 


Whereas Judge Reaviey has provided outstanding service 
to the federal judiciary through his inexhaustible energy and spirit; 
his unfaltering commitment to excellence; and his unfailing 
dedication and leadership; and 


Whereas Judge Reaviey has touched each of us with his 
warmth, kindness, intellect, humor, humility and unwavering belief 
in the good of humanity; and 


Whereas Judge Reavley exemplifies the best of the federal 
judiciary; 


Therefore be it resolved that the Judicial Conference of the 
United States recognizes the outstanding service of Judge 
Thomas M. Reaviey and expresses our deep respect and 
appreciation for his innumerable contributions over the years to 
the Judicial Conference and the judiciary as a whole. 
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COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during the 
period January 1, 1992 through June 30, 1992, 79 intercircuit assignments were 
recommended by the Committee and approved by the Chief Justice to be 
undertaken by 56 Article Ill judges. Of this number, 16 were senior circuit 
judges, three were active circuit judges, 26 were senior district judges, six were 
active district judges, one was a senior judge on the Court of International 
Trade, and four were active judges on the Court of International Trade. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 
FEDERAL TRAVEL DISCLOSURE ACT 


rhe proposed "Federal Travel Disclosure Act of 1992" (H.R. 4530, 102nd 
Congress) contains provisions which would, among other things, restrict the 
availability of appropriated funds for official travel and require chief judges and 
the Director of the Administrative Office to approve, maintain records, and file 
reports on ail official travel in the courts and other judicial branch agencies, 
respectively. In response to Congressional inquiry, and on recommendation of 
the Committee on the Judicial Branch, the Judicial Conference opposed 
enactment of this legislation as drafted, on grounds that its provisions would 
(1) impose unjustifiable administrative burdens; (2) unnecessarily require 
advance clearance for travel plainly appropriate in purpose and scope; (3) 
create ambiguities regarding the availability of funds for official travel and the 
travel authority of the Federal Judicial Center and the Sentencing Commission; 
and (4) curtail judiciary access to the expertise found in other federal agencies. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE 


The Financial Disclosure Committee, formerly named the Committee on 
Judicial Ethics (see "Miscellaneous Actions," supra, p. 59), reported that as of 
June 1992 it had received 2,239 financial disclosure reports and certifications for 
the calendar year 1991, including 1,022 reports and certifications from justices 
and Article ||| judges, 283 from bankruptcy judges, 350 from magistrate judges, 
and 584 from judicial employees. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 
ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 
The Judicial Conference reviewed the results of the 1992 survey of 


judgeship needs conducted by the Committee on Judicial Resources and 
authorized the Administrative Office to transmit to Congress a request for nine 
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additional court of appeals judgeships, five additional permanent district court 
judgeships, eleven additional temporary district court judgeships, and the 
conversion of one roving district court position to permanent. Included in the 
request for district court judgeships are six positions recommended by the 
Judicial Conference in the last biennial judgeship survey but not authorized in 


the last omnibus judgeship act. 


The creation of additional judgeships is recommended in the following 


United States courts: 


Courts of Appeals 


First Circuit 
Fifth Circuit 
Sixth Circuit 
Tenth Circuit 
District Courts 
Second Circuit: 
Connecticut 
New York (Eastern) 
New York (Western) 
Third Circuit: 


Pennsylvania (Eastern) 
Virgin Islands 


Fourth Circuit: 


North Carolina (Western) 
South Carolina 


Fifth Circuit: 


Louisiana (Middle) 


70 


on-— 


1 temp 
1 + 1 temp 
1 temp 


1 temp 


Sixth Circuit: 
Kentucky (Eastern) 
Kentucky (Western) 
Ohio (Northern) 
Ninth Circuit: 
Arizona 
Nevada 
Oregon 


Eleventh Circuit: 


Alabama (Middle) 
Florida (Middle) 


The Judicial Conference authorized transmittal to the Congress of 
detailed data showing the impact of eliminating or limiting diversity jurisdiction 


1 rover to 
permanent in 
single district 

1 

1 temp 


1 temp 
1 


on the judgeship requirements of the U.S. district courts. 


FISCAL YEAR 1994 BUDGET REQUESTS 
FOR SUPPORTING PERSONNEL 


The Judicial Conference reviewed requests for fiscal year 1994 positions 
for supporting personnel and approved the following (subject to the availability 


of funds): 


1. 


Fifteen permanent positions, 


three temporary positions, and six 
permanent JSP-14 data network administrator positions for circuit 


executives’ offices in ten circuits; 


Fifteen attorney (five JSP-16 chief preargument attorneys and ten JSP- 
14 preargument attorneys) and five secretarial positions for preargument 
attorney offices in eight courts of appeals: 


Ten court interpreter positions for FY 1994, one each for the District of 
Columbia, Florida (Southern), New York (Eastern), and Washington 
(Eastern); three for New York (Southern); and three for temporary 
assignments to courts with special needs: 
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4, Thirty-five additional positions to be allocated to court units to perform 
project coordination functions for major space and facilities projects; and 


5. Seven additional positions (five to perform additional responsibilities 
associated with rising caseloads and two to provide automation support) 
in bankruptcy administrator offices. 


ADDITIONAL COURT REPORTERS 


The Conference approved one additional court reporter for the Northern 
District of Georgia, for funding in FY 1993, upon confirmation of the first 
replacement judge. 


STAFFING FORMULAS 


After a comprehensive nationwide evaluation of the staffing needs of the 
district court clerks’ offices, a new staffing formula was developed to address 
the increasing demands of more complex operating environments and to provide 
full support to all active and senior Article Ill judges and full and part-time 
magistrate judges. The Judicial Conference, on recommendation of the 
Committee on Judicial Resources, approved the new staffing formula for district 
court clerks’ offices with the understanding that any increases called for by the 
formula would be phased in over five years to allow for management 
improvements. Further, the Conference approved the Committee's 
recommendation that the Administrative Office allocate available positions on the 
basis of need rather than through a strict application of the formula. 


The bankruptcy clerks’ work measurement formula originally included a 
deviation factor designed to address needs in courts with complicated cases 
and backlogs. This formula is now seen as resulting in unfair apportionment of 
positions among the bankruptcy clerks’ offices. On recommendation of the 
Committee, the Judicial Conference approved the deletion of the deviation factor 
from the bankruptcy clerks’ work measurement formula and the inclusion in that 
formula of a judgeship factor of 1.5 positions per judgeship approved by 
Congress. 


GRADES OF COURT UNIT EXECUTIVES 


In March 1987, the Judicial Conference approved guidelines for 
determining the target grades of court unit executives with the provision that "in 
an individual court, no bankruptcy clerk, chief probation officer, or chief pretrial 
services officer shall be classified at a level higher than the clerk of the district 
court." JCUS-MAR 87, pp. 7-8. After consulting with the Committee on Court 
Administration and Case Management and the Committee on Criminal Law, the 
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Judicial Resources Committee recommended, and the Judicial Conference 
approved, the elimination of the restrictive grade provision for bankruptcy clerks, 
chief probation officers, and chief pretrial services officers. The Conference 
also instituted a new provision that would allow for an increase in the grade of 
the district court clerk in those instances where the grade of the district court 
clerk would otherwise be lower than the grade of either the bankruptcy clerk, 
the chief probation officer or the chief pretrial services officer in the same 
district, provided that the chief judge certifies that (1) the court has assigned 
responsibilities to the district court clerk equal to or greater than the 
responsibilities of the other unit heads in the district court; and (2) the district 
court clerk is responsible for performing certain administrative support functions 
for the other units of the district court. 


Because the clerk of the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit is assigned responsibilities significantly greater than those common to 
clerks in other courts of appeals, the Judicial Conference approved the 
recommendation of the Committee on Judicial Resources to upgrade the Ninth 
Circuit Clerk of Court to JSP-18. 


GRADES OF CHIEF DEPUTY/SECOND-IN-COMMAND POSITIONS 


In September 1990, the Judicial Conference approved an increase in pay 
for senior executives (JCUS-SEP 90, p. 91). This pay upgrade created a two- 
grade gap between certain second-in-command positions and their unit heads, 
where previously the Judiciary Salary Plan had provided that these second-in- 
command positions be graded one grade below the court unit chief. In order 
to reinstate the previous Conference policy and to standardize its application to 
a larger number of court support units, the Judicial Conference, on 
recommendation of the Committee, approved a one-grade gap between target 
grades of certain unit chiefs (circuit executives, clerks of courts of appeals, 
clerks of district and bankruptcy courts, chief probation officers, and chief 
pretrial services officers) and "type Il" second-in-command positions, with no 
second-in-command classification exceeding a cap of JSP-16. The Conference 
also approved the necessary changes to the Judiciary Salary Plan’s policy on 
chief deputy positions to broaden its coverage to include deputy circuit 
executives and deputy chief probation and pretrial services officers. Further, the 
Conference authorized an upgrade from JSP-13 to JSP-14 for deputy circuit 
librarians. 


JUDICIARY SALARY PLAN MODIFICATIONS 
On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference took the 


following actions regarding position classifications and benchmark standards, 
subject, as always, to the availability of funds: 
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1. Approved the revision of the landmark job standard for systems manager 
(JSP-13) to allow for its joint use by probation and pretrial services 
offices which have implemented, or shortly will implement, PACTS; 


2. Approved the upgrade of assistant librarians in circuit headquarters 
libraries from JSP-11 to JSP-12; 


3. Approved revisions to the landmark job standard for financial 
administrators to allow for JSP-9 financial specialists to support JSP-11 
financial administrators, and JSP-11 financial specialists to support JSP- 
12 financial administrators; 


4. Approved an administrative officer landmark job standard at JSP-11; and 


5. Disapproved a motion to increase the target grades of judges’ secretaries 
from JSP-11 to JSP-12, for persons who have served as secretaries to 
federal judges for a minimum of ten years and have been at step 10 of 
JSP-11 for at least one year. 


LEAVE ACCUMULATION FOR COURT UNIT EXECUTIVES 


As a result of the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, members of the 
executive branch’s Senior Executive Service were exempted from the restriction 
that limits most federal employees from carrying over from one year to the next 
more than 240 hours of annual leave. The Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts Personnel Act of 1990 (Public Law No. 101-474) enabled the leave 
accumulation exemption to be extended to senior members of the Administrative 
Office. In order to remain competitive with other government agencies in hiring 
and retaining top executives, the Judicial Conference voted to seek amendment 
of 5 U.S.C. § 6304(f) to include court unit executives in the exemption from the 
limitation on annual leave accumulation. 


WITHIN-GRADE INCREASE POLICY 


The previous within-grade increase policy required appointing officers to 
assign one of five performance ratings and certify this decision in writing to the 
Administrative Office in order for the pay increase to be effected. An employee 
who received the top three ratings ("acceptable" to “excellent") would receive a 
within-grade increase. The Judicial Conference endorsed the Committee's 
recommendation to make the process more efficient by revising the within-grade 
increase policy to provide a two-level rating process, "acceptable" and 
"unacceptable", and to require the filing of a report to the Administrative Office 
only if an "unacceptable" rating is given. 
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COMMITTEE ON LONG RANGE PLANNING 


The Committee on Long Range Planning reported that it has established 
three subcommittees and assigned specific planning topics to each. The 
Committee is available to make substantive planning presentations at circuit 
judicial conferences upon request. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
MAGISTRATE JUDGES SYSTEM 


SELECTION AND APPOINTMENT REGULATIONS 


The Federal Magistrates Act authorizes the Judicial Conference to 
promulgate regulations governing the selection and appointment of magistrate 
judges. 28 U.S.C. § 631(b)(5). On recommendation of the Committee on the 
Administration of the Magistrate Judges System, the Judicial Conference revised 
the "Regulations of the Judicial Conference of the United States Establishing 
Standards and Procedures for the Appointment and Reappointment of United 
States Magistrate Judges" in light of recent amendments to the Act, the 
Cornmittee’s interpretations of the regulations, and practical experience with their 
operation. The revisions will be published in a revised version of the pamphlet 
entitled "The Selection and Appointment of United States Magistrate Judges." 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE JUDGE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and _ the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district courts, 
and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved the following 
changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time magistrate 
judge positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these changes are to be effective 
when appropriated funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 


Massachusetts 


Converted the part-time magistrate judge position at Worcester (or Ayer) 
to a full-time magistrate judge position at Worcester (or Boston). 


SECOND CIRCUIT 


Connecticut 


1. 


Authorized a new full-time magistrate judge position to serve the court at 
New Haven; and 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


New York, Northern 


1. 


Made no change in the status of the part-time magistrate judge position 
at Watertown; and 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


New York, Southern 


1. 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at New York 
City; and 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 


North Carolina, Eastern 


Discontinued the authority of the clerk of court at Raleigh to perform 
magistrate judge duties. 


West Virginia, Northern 


1. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Wheeling from $20,000 per annum to $30,000 per annum; and 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 


Texas, Northern 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Abilene 
from $7,180 per annum to $10,000 per annum. 


Texas, Eastern 


1. 


2. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Sherman from $5,000 to $50,000 per annum, effective October 1, 1992; 
and 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Illinois, Southern 


1. 


2. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at East St. 
Louis from $50,000 per annum to $55,000 per annum; and 


Made no change in the number, locations, salaries or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 


lowa, Northern 


1. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Sioux 
City from $5,000 per annum to $10,000 per annum; and 


Made no change in the location or arrangements of the full-time 
magistrate judge position in the district. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


California, Central 


1. 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Los 
Angeles (or Long Beach); 
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2. Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Long Beach upon 
the appointment of an additional full-time magistrate judge at Los Angeles 
(or Long Beach); 


3. Redesignated the part-time magistrate judge position at Santa Barbara 
to Santa Barbara (or Ventura) and increased the salary of that position 
from $7,740 per ennum to $20,000 per annum, effective January 1, 1993; 


4 Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Oxnard (or 
Ventura), effective January 1, 1993; 


5. Redesignated the part-time magistrate judge position at San Bernardino 
as San Bernardino (or Riverside); 


6. Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
Barstow (or Victorville) at the current level of $11,968 per annum until 
further specific action on the position; 


7. Discontinued the part-time magistrate judge position at Palm Springs (or 
Twentynine Palms), effective January 1, 1993; and 


8. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 
the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 


California, Eastern 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at South 
Lake Tahoe from $11,968 per annum to $20,000 per annum. 


Hawaii 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at Hilo 
from $7,180 per annum to $10,000 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


Oklahoma, Eastern 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate judge position at 
McAlester from $7,180 per annum to $10,000 per annum. 
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Wyoming 


Retained the part-time magistrate judge cosition at Casper with no 
change in the location, salary, or arrangements. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Florida, Middle 
1. Authorized an additional full-time magistrate judge position at Tampa; and 
2. Made no change in the number, locations, salaries, or arrangements of 


the other magistrate judge positions in the district. 
Florida, Southern 


Changed the location of the magistrate judge position at Miami (or West 
Palm Beach) to Fort Lauderdale. 


DESIGNATION OF NEW FULL-TIME MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
POSITIONS FOR ACCELERATED FUNDING 


In order to provide prompt magistrate judge assistance to judicial districts 
which are seriously affected by drug filings or impacted by the Civil Justice 
Reform Act, the Judicial Conference approved the Committee’s recommendation 
fo accelerate the funding for five new full-time magistrate judge positions 
authorized at this session. Magistrate judge positions at Worcester (or Boston), 
Massachusetts; New Haven, Connecticut; New York City, New York; Los 
Angeles (or Long Beach), California; and Tampa, Florida, were designated for 
accelerated funding in fiscal year 1993. 


COMMITTEE TO REVIEW CIRCUIT COUNCIL 
CONDUCT AND DISABILITY ORDERS 


The Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders 
reported that it continues to follow clos’ y the work of the National Commission 
on Judicial Discipline and Removal, e ‘ablished by the Judicial Improvements 
Act of 1990, Public Law 101-650. 
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COMMITTEE ON RULES 
OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON RULES OF EVIDENCE 


Since the discharge in 1975 of the Advisory Committee on the Federal 
Rules of Evidence following the completion of the writing of the Evidence Rules, 
amendments to the Rules of Evidence have been considered by the Committee 
on Rules of Practice and Procedure and by the Advisory Committees on Civil 
and Criminal Rules. The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 
concluded that there are sufficient unsettled areas in the Evidence Rules to 
warrant review and recommended the appointment of a separate Evidence Rules 
Advisory Committee. The Judicial Conference approved that recommendation, 
voting to request the Chief Justice to reactivate an Advisory Committee on the 
Federal Rules of Evidence with the suggestion of (1) some overlapping 
membership with the Advisory Committees on the Federal Rules of Civil and 
Criminal Procedure; and (2) the appointment of a reporter to serve the 
reactivated Evidence Rules Committee. 


APPELLATE RULES 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed amendments to Rules 3 ("Appeal as of Right-- 
How Taken"), 3.1 ("Appeal from a Judgment Entered by a Magistrate Judge in 
a Civil Case"), 4 ("Appeal as of Right - When Taken"), 5.1 ("Appeal by 
Permission Under 28 U.S.C. § 636(c)(5)"), 6 (‘Appeal in a Bankruptcy Case from 
a Final Judgment, Order, or Decree of a District Court or of a Bankruptcy 
Appellate Panel"), 10 ("The Record on Appeal"), 12 ("Docketing the Appeal; Filing 
a Representation Statement; Filing the Record"), 15 ("Review or Enforcement of 
an Agency Order - How Obtained; Intervention"), 25 ("Filing and Service"), 28 
("Briefs"), and 34 ("Oral Argument") of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, 
as well as amendments to Forms 1 ("Notice of Appeal to a Court of Appeals 
From a Judgment or Order of a District Court"), 2 ("Notice of Appeal to a Court 
of Appeals From a Decision of the United States Tax Court"), and 3 (Petition 
for Review of Order of an Agency, Board, Commission or Officer"). The 
proposed amendments were accompanied by Committee notes explaining their 
purpose and intent. The Conference approved the amendments for transmission 
to the Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that they be 
approved by the Court and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


CRIMINAL RULES 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference a proposed new Criminal Rule 26.3 ("Mistrial") and proposed 
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amendments to Rules 1 ("Scope"), 3 (The Complaint"), 4 ("Arrest Warrant or 
Summons Upon Compiaint"), 5 ("Initial Appearance Before the Magistrate 
Judge"), 5.1 ("Preliminary Examination"), 6 (‘The Grand Jury"), 9 ("Warrant or 
Summons Upon Indictment or Information"), 12 ("Pleadings and Motions Before 
Trial; Defenses and Objections"), 16 (Discovery and Inspection"), 17 
("Subpoena"), 26.2 ("Production of Witness Statements"), 32 ("Sentence and 
Judgment"), 32.1 ("Revocation or Modification of Probation or Supervised 
Release"), 40 ("Commitment to Another District"), 41 ("Search and Seizure"), 44 
("Right to and Assignment of Counsel"), 46 ("Release From Custody"), 49 
("Service and Filing of Papers"), 50 (Calendars; Plans for Prompt Disposition’), 
54 ("Application and Exception"), 55 ("Records"), 57 (Rules by District Courts"), 
and 58 ("Procedure for Misdemeanors and Other Petty Offenses") of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure. The Committee also submitted a proposed 
amendment to Rule 8 ("Evidentiary Hearing") of the Rules Governing 
Proceedings in the United States District Courts Under Section 2255 of Title 28, 
United States Code. Advisory notes and a report explaining the purpose and 
intent of all the amendments were transmitted with the proposals. The 
Conference approved these amendments and authorized their transmittal to the 
Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that they be 
approved by the Court and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


BANKRUPTCY RULES 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference a proposed new Bankruptcy Rule 9036 ("Notice by 
Electronic Transmission"), and proposed amendments to Bankruptcy Rules 1010 
("Service of Involuntary Petition and Summons; Petition Commencing Ancillary 
Case"), 1013 ("Hearing and Disposition of a Petition in an Involuntary Case’), 
1017 ("Dismissal or Conversion of Case; Suspension"), 2002 ("Notices to 
Creditors, Equity Security Holders, United States, and United States Trustees"), 
2003 ("Meeting of Creditors or Equity Security Holders"), 2005 ("Apprehension 
and Removal of Debtor to Compel Attendance for Examination"), 3009 
("Declaration and Payment of Dividends in a Chapter 7 Liquidation Case"), 3015 
("Filing, Objection to Confirmation, and Modification of a Plan in a Chapter 12 
Family Farmer's Debt Adjustment or a Chapter 13 Individual’s Debt Adjustment 
Case"), 3018 ("Acceptance or Rejection of Plan in a Chapter 9 Municipality or 
a Chapter 11 Reorganization Case"), 3019 ("Modification of Accepted Plan 
Before Confirmation in a Chapter 9 Municipality or a Chapter 11 Reorganization 
Case"), 3020 ("Deposit; Confirmation of Plan in a Chapter 9 Municipality or a 
Chapter 11 Reorganization Case"), 5005 (‘Filing and Transmittal of Papers’), 
6002 ("Accounting by Prior Custodian of Property of the Estate"), 6006 
(Assumption, Rejection and Assignment of Executory Contracts and Unexpired 
Leases"), 6007 ("Abandonment or Disposition of Property"), 9002 ("Meanings of 
Words in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure When Applicable 'o Cases Under 
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the Code"), and 9019 ("Compromise and Arbitration"), together with Committee 
notes explaining their purpose and intent. These amendments were approved 
by the Conference, which authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court for 
consideration with the recommendation that they be adopted by the Court and 
transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


The Committee also proposed technical amendments to Official 
Bankruptcy Forms 5 ("Involuntary Petition"), 9B ("Notice of Commencement of 
Case Under Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Code, Meeting of Creditors, and Fixing 
of Dates (Corporation/Partnership No Asset Case)"), 9D ("Notice of 
Commencement of Case Under Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Code, Meeting of 
Creditors, and Fixing of Dates (Corporation/Partnership Asset Case)"), 9F 
("Notice of Commencement of Case Under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code, 
Meeting of Creditors, and Fixing of Dates (Corporation/Partnership Case)"), and 
9H ("Notice of Commencement of Case Under Chapter 12 of the Bankruptcy 
Code, Meeting of Creditors, and Fixing of Dates (Corporation/Partnership Family 
Farmer)"). The Judicial! Conference approved these amendments. 


CIVIL RULES 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Conference a proposed new Civil Rule 4.1 ("Service of Other Process") and 
proposed amendments to Civil Rules 1 ("Scope and Purpose oi Rules"), 5 
("Service and Filing of Pleadings and Other Papers"), 11 ("Signing of Pleadings, 
Motions, and Other Papers; Representations to Court; Sanctions"), 12 ("Defenses 
and Objections--When and How Presented--By Pleading or Motion--Motion for 
Judgment on the Pleadings"), 15 ("Amended and Supplemental Pleadings"), 16 
("Pretrial Conferences; Scheduling; Management"), 26 ("General Provisions 
Governing Discovery; Duty of Disclosure"), 28 ("Persons Before Whom 
Depositions May Be Taken"), 29 (Stipulations Regarding Discovery Procedure"), 
30 ("Depositions upon Oral Examination"), 31 ("Depositions upon Written 
Questions"), 32 ("Use of Depositions in Court Proceedings"), 33 ("Interrogatories 
to Parties"), 34 ("Production of Documents and Things and Entry Upon Land for 
Inspection and Other Purposes"), 36 ("Requests for Admission"), 37 ("Failure to 
Make Disclosure or Cooperate in Discovery: Sanctions"), 38 ("Jury Trial of 
Right"), 50 ("Judgment as a Matter of Law in Actions Tried by Jury; Alternative 
Motion for New Trial; Conditional Rulings"), 52 ("Findings by the Court; 
Judgment on Partial Findings"), 53 ("Masters"), 54 (Judgments; Costs"), 58 
("Entry of Judgment"), 71A ("Condemnation of Property"), 72 (Magistrate Judges; 
Pretrial Matters"), 73 ("Magistrate Judges; Trial by Consent and Appeal Options"), 
74 ("Method of Appeal from Magistrate Judge to District Judge under Title 28 
U.S.C. § 636(c)(4) and Rule 73(d)"), 75 ("Proceedings on Appeal from Magistrate 
Judge to District Judge under Rule 73(d)"), and 76 ("Judgment of the District 
Judge on Appeal Under Rule 73(d) and Costs"), as well as a proposed new 
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Form 35 ("Report of Parties’ Planning Meeting") and proposed amendments to 
Forms 2 ("Allegation of Jurisdiction"), 33 ("Notice of Availability of a Magistrate 
Judge to Exercise Jurisdiction and Appeal Option"), 34 ("Consent to Exercise of 
Jurisdiction by a United States Magistrate Judge, Election of Appeal to District 
Judge"), and 34A ("Order of Reference"). The Committee also proposed an 
amendment to Rule 4 ("Summons") of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and 
the adoption of Forms 1A ("Notice of Lawsuit and Request for Waiver of Service 
of Summons") and 1B ("Waiver of Service of Summons"). The rules and forms 
were modified by language regarding the extraterritorial service of process. The 
Committee also proposed the abrogation of Form 18-A. Advisory notes and a 
report explaining the purpose and intent of all the amendments were transmitted 
with the proposals. The Conference approved these amendments and 
authorized their transmittal to the Supreme Court for consideration, with the 
recommendation that they be approved by the Court and transmitted to 
Congress pursuant to law. 


The Conference declined to approve a Committee proposal to amend 
Rule 56 ("Summary Judgment") of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 


EVIDENCE RULES 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure submitted to the 
Judicial Conference proposed amendments to Rules 101 ("Scope"), 705 
("Disclosure of Facts or Data Underlying Expert Opinion"), and 1101 
("Applicability of Rules") of the Federal Rules of Evidence. The proposed 
amendments were accompanied by Committee notes explaining their purpose 
and intent. The Conference approved the amendments for transmission to the 
Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that they be 
approved by the Court and transmitted to Congress pursuant to law. 


COMMITTEE ON SPACE AND FACILITIES 

UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE 
The Judicial Conference approved the recommendations of the 
Committee on Space and Facilities to amend the United States Courts Design 


Guide as follows: 


1. Incorporate technical and editorial changes and recommendations from 
the General Services Administration: 


2. Change the finish standards for grand jury hearing room suites: 
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3. Make the space standard for fitness facilities consistent with executive 
branch policy; 


4. Add a space standard for news media rooms; and 
5. Revise the space standard for circuit judge’s chambers. 
COMMITTEE TO REVIEW THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


The Judicial Conference approved a resolution requesting the Defender 
Services Committee to undertake a detailed review of the "Interim Report of the 
Committee to Review the Criminal Justice Act of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States." The Defender Services Committee is to report back to the 
Conference by January 15, 1993. 


FUNDING 
All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expenditure of 
funds for implementation were approved by the Judicial Conference subject to 
the availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available resources. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters considered 
at this session where necessary for legislative or administrative action. 


a L 

/, 
/ dein # Mn, 
Chief Justice of the United State 


Presiding 


December 18, 1992 
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States Courts implements the policies ot 
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CHALLENGE 


Facing Budget Shortages 

The biggest challenge of the last year 
was our budget situation. The fiscal year 
1992 judiciary appropriation did not in- 
clude sufficient resources to meet the opera- 
tional needs of the Criminal Justice Act 
panel attorney program. Although a supple- 
mental appropriation was requested in Janu- 
ary 1992, Congress did not act in time, and, 
as aresult, all available funds for payment of 
panel attorneys were exhausted by June 17, 
1992. Until the supplemental request was 
finally approved September 23, 1992, the 
Judicial Conference's Executive Committee 
funded panel attorney payments from mon- 
ies drawn from other court operations. 

The situation is even more critical in 
fiscal year 1993, because Congress delivered 
the toughest budgetary hit to the judiciary 
since | hecame Director in 1985. The amount 


appropriated, $2.47 billion, was $370 mil- 
lion below the judiciary’s needs, and $200 
million below our fiscal year 1993 current- 
services level, the amount needed just to 
stay even with 1992 services. This inad- 
equate level of funding is having a severe 
impact on the judiciary. Without a supple- 
mental appropriation, payments to court- 
appointed attorneys may Cease part way 
through the year as will payments to jurors in 
civil cases. 

In assessing the impact of the budget 
shortfall, | established 12 Administrative 
Office/court committees to prepare options 
for cutting expenses. | also asked the com- 
mittees of the Judicial Conference and vari- 
ous court administrators for their ideas on 
how to save money or enhance revenues. 
Similarly, the Executive Committee re- 
quested suggestions from all federal judges. 
In developing the 1993 spending plan, the 
Executive Committee carefully considered 
all options. Although the Committee tried 
to avoid cuts in personnel, the magnitude of 
the budget shortfall made it impossible to 
avoid some reductions totalling $15.4 mil- 
lion. In addition to the personnel area, cuts 
of $110 million were made in automation 
systems and support; building alterations 


and other space-related expenses; furni- 


ture, equipment, and other operating ex- 
penses; probation and pretrial services; and 
travel. The Administrative Office will be 
making allocations to the courts that will 
allow local court discretion consistent with 
the rules of budget decentralization and flex- 
ible funding. 

For the Administrative Office itself, 
fiscal year 1993 will be difficult, as we were 
not appropriated sufficient funds to carry on 
at the 1992 level. The agency’s 1993 budget 
increase was only 0.33% es compared to the 
courts’ 4.25% increase over fiscal year 1992 
appropriations. To accommodate the fund- 
ing constraints, | have imposed stringent 
measures including a hiring freeze, a freeze 
on promotions, and limits on travel and 


other expenses. 


Key Legislation Passed 

We achieved two key legislative suc- 
cesses this past year. First, among other 
provisions, the Federal Courts Administra- 
tion Act of 1992 reforms the Judicial Survi- 


vors Annuities System by reducing contri- 


butions from 5 percent to 2.2 percent of 


salary for active, senior, and recalled judges, 
and 3.5 percent of annuity for non-certified 
senior judges and for all judges at retirement 
or separation from office. The legislation 
also reopens, for six months after its enact- 
ment, the opportunity for judges to elect 
participation in the Judicial Survivors An- 
nuities System. Another piece of legisla- 
tion, the Bankruptcy Judgeship Act, created 
35 critically needed new bankruptcy judge- 
ships. Unfortunately, the Act did not in- 
clude funding for the new judgeships. We 
will request asupplemental appropriation to 
fund these bankruptcy judgeships in 1993. 


ACTION 


Goals Set 
As 1992 began, | established the fol- 


lowing four fundamental goals that embody 
the core values and mission of the Adminis- 
trative Office. Each staff member worked 


towards their successful achievement. 


@ Goal |: Focus on Service 
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The Judicial Conference 

and its Committees 

The Courts 

Judges and Employees 

The Administrative Office Itself 


@ Goal 2: Build Strong Relationships 
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Wi rking Te wether 
~ Sharing Informacion 
Maintaining a Helpful Attitude 


B® Goal 3: Deliver Effective Programs 
£ 
/ yf. y / 
Ny Lhe highl LhiNgp 1 it MU Wp Ugh 
(a4 a c 


~ Thoughtful and Thorough Design 
and Actions 
Creative Problem Solving 
Taking Pride in a Job Well Done 


—~ Encouraging Individual Initiative 


B® Goal 4: Assure a Vital Judiciary 
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Securing Adequate Resources 
and Needed Legislation 

~ Building on Institutional 
Strengths 

~ Enhancing Planning 
and Management Capabilities 


Organization Realigned 

In a continuing effort to serve the 
courts and make the best use of the agency’s 
staff, | made several organizational changes 
this past year. Overall, these organizational 
changes make better use of our limited re- 
sources by placing more emphasis on several 
critical areas. The Associate Director for 
Management and Operations is responsible 
for the day-to-day coordination of Adminis- 
trative Office activities and will advise me 
on management matters affecting the judi- 
ciary and program operations for which the 
Administrative Office has responsibility. 


ae 


This new position will ensure that all agency 
elements are focused on achieving the 
agency's mission and goals 

| also created four coordinating coun- 
cils composed of senior Administrative Of- 
fice managers in the areas of publications, 
federal/state relations, analytic studies, and 
acquisitions policy. These councils are work- 
ing to improve communication and coop- 
eration within the Administrative Office, 
which, in turn, should result in the delivery 
of better services and products to the courts. 


Communications Enhanced 

Over the past year, | instituted initia- 
tives designed to improve communication 
ar.) cooperation between the Administra- 
‘ive Ofice and clerks as part of the agency's 
continuing efforts to provide the highest 

“of service possible to the courts. 

in February, | retained Jim Davey, a 
former district court clerk, to assess clerks’ 
concerns and to facilitate a renewed dia- 
logue between the Administrative Office 
and clerks. Fifty clerks from a broad cross 
section of courts identified a number of 
issues. 

In response, | appointed a task force of 
nine clerks, a circuit executive, and four 
Administrative Office senior staff members 
to look at ways to improve communication 
and cooperation with the goal of developing 
a strong and effective partnership. The task 
force made several good suggestions that we 
are implementing. 

The Administrative Office also main- 
tains a network of advisory groups and ad 
hoc working groups composed of court offi- 
cials and staff for continuing communica- 
tion in areas of mutual interest. Over the 
past year, the Administrative Office exam- 
ined the manner in which the agency ob- 
tains advice, and court officials were sur- 
veyed for their thoughts on the effectiveness 
of the advisory structure. In response to 
suggestions, guidelines were developed and, 
after wide distribution and opportunity for 
comment, approved by the Judicial Confer- 
ence Committee on the Administrative Of- 
fice. The improved structure and process 


will ensure that the agency obtains timely 
advice on important issues from a broad 
cross section of court representatives. 

With these changes, the Administra- 

tive Office will 

® enhance the representativeness of 

advisory groups; 

® increase input from a broader seg- 

ment of the courts; 

@ clarify the roles and responsibilities 
of the groups providing advice 
to the Administrative Office; 

improve the coordination of issues; 

encourage the free exchange of ideas; 

ensure that items of importance are 
addressed; 


facilitate consultation on policy mat- 


ters under consideration by Judi- 

cial Conference committees. 
Finally, the Judicial Conference Com- 
mittee on the Administrative Office’s Sub- 
committee on Reports, Publications, and 


Statistical Gatherings completed a review 
of the agency’s publications. The Subcom- 
mittee found that almost all of the agency's 
publications were necessary and useful. Its 
recommendations are being implemented. 
Under the guidance of the Administrative 
Office Publications Council, we will con- 
tinue efforts to improve the quality, useful- 
ness and effectiveness of agency reports and 
publications. 


ACCOMPLISHMENT 


Because the federal judiciary has more 
than 800 places of holding court and nearly 


28,000 employees, providing the cour.with 
effective program delivery and support is a 
challenging task. Highlights of some of our 
achievements follow. More detatied sum- 
maries of specific program areas appear later 
in this report. 


Decentralization 


Management of resources continued 
to improve through the decentralization of 
administrative responsibilities to the courts. 
Rather than waiting for the Administrative 
Office to process hundreds or thousands of 
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requests, the courts handle most routine 
matters locally and make better decisions. 
In particular, budget decentralization has 
given the courts authority to use funds in a 
manner that satisfies best the priorities of 
court managers. Sixty-six courts were part of 
the program as fiscal year 1993 began; the 
remainder of the courts are scheduled to join 
in fiscal year 1994, An Ad Hoc Committee 
on Decentralization has been created and 
will meet periodically to make recommen- 
dations for improving the budget decentrali- 
zation program, 


Civil Justice Reform 


Essential assistance was given to the 
courts in developing Civil Justice Reform 
Act delay-and-expense-reduction plans. 
The Administrative Office and the Federal 
Judicial Center jointly developed a model 
plan for litigation cost and delay reduction, 
which gives examples of the types of pro- 
grams the courts have adopted to implement 
the procedures and techniques outlined in 
the Civil Justice Reform Act. The model 
plan also discusses problems, conditions, 
and other factors a court may consider when 
deciding whether a particular procedure or 
technique would be useful in that district. 


Human Resources 
Management 

The effort to redesign the Judiciary 
Salary Plan, the fundamental personnel sys- 
tem for the courts, proceeded with critical 
assistance from court employees. The newly 
designed classification, compensation, and 
qualification standards will be presented to 
a wide range of judiciary employees through 
a series of town meetings in 1993. 


Work Measurement 


The agency is moving forward on a 
multi-year effort to revise work measure- 
ment formulas. Following an extensive study 
that included broad participation, the Judi- 
cial Conference approved the new work 
measurement formula for district clerks’ of- 


fices at its September 1992 meeting. The 
study of the bankruptcy clerks’ offices is 
underway, 


Courthouse Requirements 

Overall, it appears that the judiciary’s 
courthouse building program is the largest 
such federal program undertaken this cen- 
tury. So far, the long-range facility planning 
process has identified more than 170 court 
buildings that will be out of space over the 
next 10 years. About 60 of these potential 
projects are already being developed. Due to 
the magnitude of the space and facilities 
program, | established a working group con- 
sisting of judges and senior court managers 
to study the roles and responsibilities of the 
various members of the judicial family. We 
are implementing the working group's rec- 
ommendations. 

The provision of space and facilities is 
the only administrative area in which the 
judiciary, a separate and independent branch 
of government, is fully dependent on an- 
other branch of government. Therefore, 
obtaining legislation transferring real prop- 
erty authorities from the General Services 
Administration to the judiciary remains a 
top priority. This legislation will be pursued 
vigorously in the new Congress. 


Support of Judicial Officers 


Providing support to Article III judges 
is a key priority for me and all Administra- 
tive Office employees. Orientation pro- 
grams for new nominees for Article III 
judgeships and for new chief judges were 
revised this past year. The one-day judicial 
nominee program introduces prospective 
judges to the benefits and support available 
from the Administrative Office. 

The two-day chief judge orientation 
program includes presentations from se- 
nior Administrative Office staff members 
conceming their roles and duties. New chief 
judges are also provided with an administra- 
tive manual that is a permanent reference 
tool. 


Probation and Pretrial 
Services 

Several notable accomplishments o« 
curred last year in the areas of probation and 
pretrial services. Under the direction of the 
Committee on Criminal Law, a task force of 
chiet probation and pretrial services officers 
was established to develop standards for the 
supervision of persons on pretrial release. 

A model for enhanced supervision has 
been implemented in eight pilot districts; 
the program will be assessed early next year. 
Also, a nationwide contract for conducting 
drug tests has been awarded, which should 
improve the detection of drug use among 
federal offenders. 
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office from members of the judiciary, Con 
vress, other government agencies, law firms, 
and the general public. We handled 66,000 
personnel actions and 206,000 payroll 
changes. 

We also processed nearly 1,600 obli 
gating documents for buying automated data: 
processing equipment, services, or supplies 
and 300 requests for facilities improvement 
and wiring for computer rooms. We awarded 
17 new automation-related contracts with a 
total value of $90 million. 

In the procurement area, we awarded 
389 non-automation contracts and renewed 
366 multi-year contracts totalling nearly 
$25 million. Finally, we completed 90 fi- 
nancial audits during the year 
to ensure accountability for 
court funds. These numbers 
give areal sense of how busy the 
Administrative Office is. 


Federal 
Judiciary Building 
On September 30, digni- 
taries from Congress and the 
Judiciary participated in cer- 
- emonies marking the dedica- 
tion of the new Federal Judi- 
* ciary Building. 
Construction on the 
seven-story Federal Judiciary 


The dedication of the new Federal Judiciary Building took place September 30, 
1992, in the building's entrance atrium. Judge Pauline Newman (Fed Cir.), Senator 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan, Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist, AO Director L. 
Ralph Mecham (at podium), Former Chief Justice Warren E. Burger, Architect 
of the Capitol George M. White, and Dr. James D. Ford, chaplain of the U.S. 
House of Representatives, took part in the ceremony. 


Building began in April 1990 
and was completed by the origi- 
nal target date of October 1, 
1992. One of the largest con- 


Basic Support Services 

In addition to its high profile projects, 
the Administrative Office invested much 
effort in carrying out its basic support ser- 
vices to judges, clerks’ offices, probation and 
pretrial services offices, other court staff, and 
federal defenders. During 1992, the Admin- 
istrative Office processed 3,000,000 statisti- 
cal reports; 360,000 letters and 35,000 phone 
calls regarding personnel and payroll mat- 
ters alone; 1,300 inquiries concerning the 
Code of Conduct for Judges; and 30,000 
requests for information to our public-affairs 


struction projects to be com- 
pleted on Capital Hill in over a decade, the 
building contains | million square feet of 


space, which includes 615,000 square feet of 


office space. 

This monumental building is the real- 
ization of a long term dream to consolidate 
the Third Branch agencies in one facility. 
Achievement of this goal was made possible 
by the combined efforts of individuals in all 
three branches of government and fulfills 
one of the primary assignments given to me 
by then Chief Justice Warren E. Burger the 
day | became Director in 1985. 


LOOKING AHEAD 


The past year was full of challenges, 
but through the cooperative efforts of the 
Administrative Office, the Federal Judicial 
Center, the Department of Justice, other 
agencies, Congress, and the courts, we ac- 
complished a great deal. 

Under the direction of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States and in 
support of its committees, the Administra- 
tive Office intensified its attention to criti- 
cal judicial administration concerns. 

One of the key areas of progress is in 
Long Range Planning. The Long Range 
Planning Committee made substantial head- 
way in its first year of existence and will 
continue to make strides in long-range plan- 
ning. Simply put, the judiciary must do a 
better job of anticipating social, economic, 
technological, and demographic trends that 
will affect the courts’ workload. 

This past year, several studies were 
completed including a comprehensive sur- 
vey of state court planning efforts and an 
analysis of court improvement recommen- 
dations contained in earlier studies of the 
federal court system. These are merely the 
first of a substantial number of analytical 
studies that will be undertaken over the next 
several years by the Administrative Office 
tosupport and stimulate the federal judiciary’s 
planning efforts. 

During 1993, work will begin on a 
comprehensive long-range plan that will 
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assess the demands likely to confront the 
federal courts in the future and recommend 
a plan of action to meet the expected re- 
quirements. This will provide a blueprint for 
the future, which will enable the federal 
judiciary to use its resources in a more effi- 
cientand effective manner. Ultimately, stra- 
tegic planning will become a standard man- 
agement tool in the federal judiciary. 

The years ahead will present many 
challenges: keeping the courts functioning 
with limited resources; working with Con- 
gress to get the resources and legislative 
changes the judiciary needs; addressing the 
jurisdictional balance between the federal 
and state court systems; examining the struc- 
tures of governance within the judiciary; 
and re-engineering operations to meet work- 
load demands and take advantage of emerg- 
ing technologies. 

Within the Administrative Office, one 
of my primary initiatives for 1993 will be to 
identify ways to save costs, improve service, 
and implement solutions that will enable us 
to do the best job we can with scarce re- 
sources. We will also strengthen manage- 
ment processes and internal controls to im- 
prove our ability to meet the demands of 
budgetary shortfalls. These efforts are neces- 
sary if we are to meet our main objective, 
which continues to be providing the courts 
with the highest level of service to further 
the accomplishment of their critical mis- 
sion. 


JUDICIAL 
CONFERENCE 
SUPPORT 


One of the primary responsibilities of 
the Administrative Office is providing sup- 
port for the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. The Chief Justice is the 
presiding officer of the Judicial Conference, 
the policy-making body for the Judicial 
Branch. It is composed of 26 members: the 
chief appellate judge from each judicial cir- 
cuit and a district judge from each circuit, 
the chief judge of the Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit, and the chief judge of 
the Court of International Trade. The 
Director of the Administrative Office, L. 
Ralph Mecham serves as Secretary to the 
Conference. 

As Secretary, the Director gathers and 
reviews expressions of interest, recommen- 
dations, and referrals of candidates for the 
Chief Justice’s consideration in making ap- 
pointments to Judicial Conference commit- 
tees. During 1992, the agency coordinated 
the appointment of nearly 50 new members 
of committees and the release of 50 others, 
and the reappointment or reassignment of 
30 other members. The Administrative 
Office maintains the official records of the 
Judicial Conference. 

The 27 Judicial Conference commit- 
tees (including advisory and special com- 
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mittees) and their various subcommittees 
are staffed by the Executive Secretariat, com- 
posed of senior members of the Administra- 
tive Office staff. Committee staff members 
dedicate a substantial part of their time to 
the work of the Conference and its commit- 
tees. The committees usually meet twice a 
year, before each Conference meeting. 
Fewer or more meetings may be called de- 
pending upon Committee agendas. 
Administrative Office staff provide 
support in planning meetings, developing 
agendas, and preparing reports. Moreover, 
they provide substantive analytical support 
in the development of issues and recom- 
mendations for consideration by commit- 
tees, and ultimately the Judicial Confer- 
ence. In the development and assessment 
of issues for consideration as well as in the 
development of implementation plans, 
agency staff members reach out to the 
judiciary family for input, and make use of 
advisory groups of court officials. 
Committee members often testify in 
Congress on matters of interest to the judi- 
ciary. Committee activity was significant in 
1992. Many of the agency's accomplish- 
ments relate to Judicial Conference and 
Judicial Conference committee endeavors. 


are 


COMMITTEES OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


Executive Committee 

Committee on the Administrative Office 

Committee on Automation and Technology 

Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System 


Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution 
(disbanded in March 1992 upon successful completion of mission) 


Committee on the Budget 


Committee on Codes of Conduct 


Committee on Court Administration and Case Management 
Committee on Court and Judicial Security 

Committee on Criminal Law 

Committee on Defender Services 

Committee on Federal/State Jurisdiction 

Committee on Financial Disclosure 

Committee on Intercircuit Assignments 

Committee on the Judicial Branch 

(Committee on Judicial Resources 

Committee on Long Range Planning 

Committee on Administration of the Magistrate Judges System 
Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders 


Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure 
and Advisory Committees on Appellate, Bankruptcy, Civil, Criminal, and Evidence Rules 


Committee on Space and Facilities 


Ad Hoc Committee on Gender-Based Violence 
(established in 1991 with limited duration) 


Committee to Review the Criminal Justice Act 
(established in 1991 with limited duration) 


COURT 
WORKLOAD 


Workload Growth 

The workload of the federal courts 
continues to grow substantially. In 1962, 
there were 4,800 appeals and 100,000 dis- 
trict court filings. This past year, judicial 
business totalled 47,000 appeals and 
277,000 district court filings, nearly a ten- 
fold increase in appeals and a threefold 
increase in district court filings. Similarly, 
bankruptcy petitions have soared to nearly 
one million in 1992, compared to 148,000 
in 1962. Part of the reason for this contin- 
ued growth is that new legislation has 
steadily added responsibilities to the courts. 
Although the number of judgeships has also 
increased over the last 30 years, it has not 
kept pace with the growth in workload. 

As the judiciary continues its struggle 
to cope with reduced resources, its workload 
is growing rapidly. By all estimates, the 
gap between workload and available re- 
sources to address the gap has expanded 
significantly. 
across-the-board. 


Last year, filings increased 


Appeals 

Appeals filed in the 12 regional courts 
of appeals increased 9 percent in fiscal year 
1992 for a total of 47,013. Criminal appeals 
from the district courts increased 9 percent 
in fiscal year 1992, and civil appeals rose 8 
percent. Bankruptcy appeals rose 28 per- 


cent, continuing to reflect the effects of the 
recession. 

The sharp increase in filings offset the 
7 percent gain in terminations and resulted 
in an 8 percent rise in pending appeals. The 
largest increase was in pending criminal 
appeals, which were up 12 percent. Fifty- 
seven percent of the pending criminal ap- 
peals in fiscal year 1992 were drug-related. 

Between fiscal year 1988 and fiscal 
year 1992, filings in the regional courts of 
appeals increased an average of 5 percent a 
year (figure 1). 


Civil Filings 

Reversing a declining trend begun in 
1988, civil cases filed in the U.S. district 
courts rose 9 percent in fiscal year 1992, 
from 210,890 in 1991 to 230,509. The 
overall increase in civil filings was due in 
large part to filings related to recovery of 
student loans and veterans’ benefits, and 
suits filed against the United States to 
overturn denial of Social Security benefits. 

Some 231,304 civil cases were termi- 
nated, leaving pending cases, excluding as- 
hestos cases transferred under Multi-Dis- 
trict Litigation docket #875, stable at 
225,439. 

Over the last ten years (figure 2), the 
total number of civil filings has fluctuated 
substantially as the number of recovery of 
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overpayments and Social Security cases has 
increased or fallen. 


Criminal Workload 

Criminal filings have risen steadily 
over the last 10 years (figure 3). In fiscal 
year 1992, criminal filings rose 3 percent, 
from 47,123 cases in fiscal year 1991 to 
48,366 cases. Robberies contributed 
more to this increase than any other offense, 
rising from 1,573 to 1,925 cases, a growth 
of 22 percent. Drug violations were up 7 
percent with substantial increases in 
marihuana (up 17 percent) and controlled- 
substances violations (up 64 percent). 
Weapons and firearms violations, which 
had increased so dramatically in previous 
years, stabilized in 1992, at a2 percent 
growth in cases. 

The total number of criminal-case ter- 
minations rose 2 percent to 44,147, but 
because this was 4,219 less than the num- 
ber of cases filed in 1992, the number of 
cases pending at the end of the year rose 11 
percent. There were 65,624 defendants 
pending on September 30, 1992; many are 
fugitives. 


Bankruptcy Petitions 

The continuing effects of the reces- 
sion were reflected in bankruptcy filings 
reaching toward the | million mark in 
fiscal year 1992 with 977,478 filings. This 
was a 6 percent increase over the previous 
year (figure 4). Chapter 7 cases accounted 
for 70 percent of all bankruptcy cases filed. 
Non-business filings accounted for 93 per- 
cent of petitions filed during the year. De- 
spite a 20 percent increase in terminations, 
pending bankruptcy cases increased 7 per- 
cent to 1,224,524. 


Persons Under Supervision 

The total number of persons under 
supervision grew to 85,920, up 4 percent 
over 1991 (figure 5). This growth continues 
to be the result of sharp yearly increases in 
the number of persons under supervision 
on terms of supervised release, which this 
year was up 62 percent to 19,362, com- 
pared to 11,949 in 1991, 

The increases are attributed mainly to 
provisions of the Sentencing Reform Act 
of 1984, which abolished parole. The num- 
ber of persons under parole supervision 
dropped 11 percent in 1992. 

Also as a result of the Sentencing 
Reform Act and the Sentencing Guidelines 
implemented in November 1987, Article III 
judges and magistrate judges must now sen- 
tence defendants to prison terms in many 
situations where only a term of probation 
may have been imposed in the past. As a 
result, the number of persons under super- 
vision for probation terms imposed by Ar- 
ticle II] judges has declined 3 to 5 percent 
each year since 1989. 


Criminal Justice 
Act Appointments 

During fiscal year 1992, there were 
80,907 appointments of counsel under the 
Criminal Justice Act, an increase of 4,063 
appointments over the fiscal year 1991 fig- 
ure of 78,844. The CJA provides for the 
funding of representation of financially eli- 
gible individuals in federal criminal pro- 
ceedings. Each district has a plan for pro- 
viding representation by private attorneys 
or federal public or community defender 
offices. Appointments of private attorneys 
increased slightly this year, from 40,031 to 
41,588. 


United States District Courts 
Criminal Filings 1982 - 1992 


Figure 3. 
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FINANCIAL 
STATUS 


A major concern of the judiciary for 
the last year has been the budget. Due to 
large federal deficits and significant limita- 
tions placed upon allocations under the 
Budget Act, appropriations have been ei- 
ther delayed or cut substantially. Faced with 
deficiencies in certain xational programs 
and critical budget shortfalls, the Adminis- 
trative Office coordinated court/agency staff 
efforts to develop and recommend cost- 
cutting measures for the judiciary, while 
continuing to try to make Congress aware of 
the judiciary’s vulnerable position as a result 


of the budget shortfall. 


FIiscAL YEAR 1992 


As noted in the Director’s Report, the 
fiscal year 1992 judiciary appropriation of 
$2.339 billion did not include sufficient 
resources to meet operational needs of the 
Criminal Justice Act panel attorney pro- 
gram. Asa result, the judiciary requested a 
supplemental appropriation last January. 
( »). ss did not act in time, so all available 

.. s for payment of the panel attorneys 
ve exhausted by June 17, 1992, when it 
became necessary to defer payments. 

Until the supplemental request was 
approved, the Judicial Conference’s Execu- 
tive Committee chose to pay panel attor- 
neys from funds drawn from other court 
operations. The shift of funds had a severe 


impact on other critical court functions and 
programs. For example, a hiring freeze had 
to be placed on all positions in the courts 
other than those in judges’ chambers. 

Congress finally passed the supplemen- 
tal appropriation, and the President signed 
the bill September 23, 1992, appropriating 
an additional $31.25 million for defender 
services. 


FIscAL YEAR 1993 


On October 6, 1992, the President 
signed a bill appropriating $2.47 billion to 
the judiciary for fiscal year 1993. Although 
this funding level is slightly higher than the 
individual House and Senate bills, it is still 
$370 million below the judiciary’s request of 
$2.836 billion, and $200 million below the 
amount needed to stay even with the ser- 
vices provided in fiscal year 1992. 

As aresult of the insufficient funding, 
and unless supplemental funds are requested 
and approved, the judiciary and the public 
can expect a severe curtailment of services 
this year, including delay of civil-jury trials 
in the late summer; depletion of the funds to 
pay court-appointed attorneys in the spring; 
greatly reduced drug testing, treatment, and 
supervision of criminal offenders; shutting 
down of automated docketing and case- 
management systems due to a lack of com- 


puter hardware, which will affect a vast! * © 


number of litigants and parties in cases be- 
fore the courts of appeals and district courts 
and hundreds of thousands of debtors and 
creditors in bankruptcy courts; greatly re- 
duced security in courthouses; and reduced 
access to courthouses that are forced to close 
early due to lack of staff. 

Law-enforcement efforts will also have 
an impact on the courts. The Attorney 
General testified before the Senate Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary that the Department 
of Justice has shifted 300 FBI agents from 
foreign counterintelligence activities to vio- 
lent-gang investigations, which should re- 
sult in higher arrest rates. 

The Department of Justice also plans 
to add Immigration and Naturalization Ser- 
vice investigators; expand Project 
Triggerlock, which has already resulted in 
nearly 7,000 defendants being charged with 
federal firearms violations; and expand Op- 
eration Gunsmoke, which has resulted in 
the arrest of more than 3,300 violent fugi- 
tives so far. The Justice Department has also 
increased efforts in the areas of financial 
fraud, health-care fraud, and fair-housing 
violations. 

Such initiatives place a substantial bur- 
den on the judiciary. It can no longer absorb 
the additional costs of new legislation and 
executive-branch initiatives without more 
resources to implement the related programs 
effectively. 


Addressing Shortages 

Legislation requesting supplemental 
appropriations in the range of $90 million 
for defender services, jurors’ fees, court secu- 
rity, and for the newly authorized bank- 
ruptcy judgeships will be submitted to the 
new 103rd Congress. In assessing the re- 
maining critical shortages, the Director asked 
the committees of the Judicial Conference 
and various court administrators for input. 
Similarly, Chief Judge John F. Gerry, Chair- 
man of the Executive Committee, wrote to 
all federal judges requesting ideas on how to 
save money or enhance revenues. 

In further action, the Administrative 
Office organized 12 committees to assess and 


These 


budget-reduction Committees, made up of 


analyze the various budget areas. 


both agency employees and court adminis- 
trators, evaluated the impact of the budget 
reductions. Based on the comments and 
recommendations from the various commit- 
tees, administrators, and judicial officers, 
options were prepared for Judicial Confer- 
ence members and chairs of certain confer- 
ence committees to consider. 


1993 Spending Plan 

With input from the Judicial Confer- 
ence and appropriate Conference commit- 
tees, the Executive Committee developed 
and adopted the fiscal year 1993 spending 
plan in December 1992. The difficult task of 
determining where to reduce spending re- 
sulted in major cuts to the funding levels for 
the Salaries and Expenses account. Activi- 
ties receiving dramatic cuts are automation 
systems and support; building alterations 
and other space-related expenses; furni- 
ture, equipment, and other operating ex- 
penses; probation and pretrial services; and 
travel. 

Drastic cuts were also necessary in the 
personnel area. The spending plan includes 
the elimination of fiscal year 1993 quality- 
step increases and cash awards, and a reduc- 
tion in staffing allocations equal to $6 mil- 
lion which will have a severe impact on 
operations. 

For example, clerks' offices will be 
staffed only at about 79% of formula by 
yearend. Personnel cuts also include a two- 
month delay in the 3.7% cost of living 
increase due in January 1993, and a delay 
until June 1, 1993, in the funding of six new 
magistrate judge positions that had been 
approved for accelerated funding in fiscal 
year 1993. 

The Administrative Office is under- 
going an equally severe cost-cutting effort. 
For fiscal year 1993, the agency’s increase 
was only .33% ($.4 million) as compared to 
the judiciary’s 4.25% ($101 million) in- 
crease. The Administrative Office contin- 
ues a personnel freeze and is instituting 
other cost-cutting measures. 
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LEGISLATIVE 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS 


Working with the Legislative Branch, 
the Executive Branch, the media, and oth- 
ers, the Administrative Office led a success- 
ful effort in 1992 that resulted in the enact- 
ment of two major pieces of legislation, the 
Federal Courts Administration Act of 1992 
and the Bankruptcy Judgeship Act of 1992, 
both of which were endorsed by the Judicial 
Conference. During the second session of 
the 102d Congress, the agency also reviewed 
and addressed numerous other pieces of leg- 
islation that could have affected the judi- 


Clary. 


FEDERAL COURTS 
ADMINISTRATION ACT 


Thanks to work begun by Senator 
Howell T. Heflin and his staff and aided by 
Representative William J. Hughes and his 
staff, Congress passed the Federal Courts 
Administration Act. It was signed into law 
October 29, 1992, as P.L. 102-572. The 
legislation culminated four years of work 
involving many judges and Administrative 
Office staff members. The Judicial Confer- 
ence, its Executive Committee, its Commit- 
tee on the Judicial Branch and various judges 
organizations were actively involved. 

Reform of the Judicial Survivors An- 
nuity System is a major benefit of the 
multi-title Act and a long-time goal of the 


Judicial Conference. It cuts the cost for 
enrollment from 5 percent to 2.2 percent for 
judges in active service, recalled judges, and 
most judges in senior status. The contribu- 
tion rate is 3.5 percent of annuity for non- 
certified senior judges and for all judges at 
retirement or separation from office. The 
legislation also reopens for all judges the 
opportunity to elect participation for six 
months following enactment, a period that 
ends April 28, 1993. 

One result of the reformed retirement 
system is that more judges are expected to 
participate. The system also provides for 
judges to cease contributions upon the death 
or divorce of a spouse; permits a judge to 
continue coverage when retiring from office 
with only a deferred annuity; and allows 
bankruptcy and magistrate judges who leave 
office before age 65 to continue coverage 
until their retirement annuities begin and 
provides credit for their contributions dur- 
ing that period. 

The Federal Courts Administration 
Act also 

® amends the Victims of Crime Act 

of 1984 to provide for the first 
time a stable base of funding for 
the National Fine Center in 
Raleigh, North Carolina; 

B® provides thatthe Chief Justice may, 

in the public interest, designate 
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and assign temporarily any cir- 
cuit judge as a circuit judge in 
another circuit upon the request 
of the chief judge or circuit jus- 
tice of the circuit; 

® allows that at the option of each 
district court, jurors may be sum- 
moned and qualified in a single 
procedure; 

@ gives magistrate judges jurisdiction 
to revoke, modify, or terminate 
the supervised release or proba- 
tion of a defendant sentenced 
by a magistrate judge; 

® includes various technical and pro- 
cedural improvements involv- 
ing the U.S. Claims Court, in- 
cluding changing the name of 
the court to the U.S. Court of 
Federal Claims; 

@ reauthorizes the State Justice Insti- 


tute through 1995. 


BANKRUPTCY JUDGESHIPS 


On August 26,1992, the President 
signed P.L. 102-361, which established 35 
new bankruptcy judgeships. No money has 
been appropriated to fund the judgeships in 
fiscal year 1993, however, and supplemental 
appropriations must be sought. Congress- 
man Jack Brooks and Senator Strom 
Thurmond sponsored the legislation, which 
was the subject of hearings in the House and 
Senate. Chief Judge Lloyd George, Chair- 
man of the Conferenc’’s Committee on 
Administration of the Bankruptcy System, 
testified at those hearings. 

The enacted bill designates 10 of the 
35 judgeships as temporary and requires that 
the Judicial Conference periodically review 
all judicial district: to assess the continuing 
need for the bankruptcy judgeships autho- 
rized by the bill. By the end of 1994 and at 
subsequent two-year intervals, the Confer- 
ence will report its findings to Congress and 
recommend the elimination of any autho- 
rized bankruptcy judgeships that become 
vacant due to resignation, retirement, re- 
moval, or death. The number of bankruptcy 


Bankruptcy Judgeships Created 
by P.L. 102-361 

Number 
District of Judgeshirs 
Alabama (N) 1T 
Arizona 
California (C) 2 
Colorado \T 
Connecticut | 
Delaware IT 
Florida (M) 
Florida (S) 
Georgia (N) 
Georgia (M and S) | 
Illinois (S) IT 
Maryland I 
Massachusetts | 
New Hampshire IT 
New Jersey 
New York (S) 2 
North Carolina (M) IT 
Pennsylvania (E) 2 
Puerto Rico IT 
South Carolina IT 
Tennessee (E) 1T 
Tennessee (M) | 
Tennessee (W) l 
Texas (N) l 
Texas (W) 1T 
Virginia (E) | 
T = temporary judgeships 


judgeships was last increased in 1988, when 
Congress established seven new judgeships. 


FEDERALIZATION 
OF JURISDICTION 


Efforts to federalize an increasing num- 
ber of crimes that previously would have 
been tried in state courts were temporarily 
derailed. However, three such bills were 
enacted during the second session of they 


102d Congress. The Anti Car Theft Act, 
sponsored by Congressman Charles 
Schumer, Chairman of the House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Crime and Criminal Jus- 
tice, makes it a federal offense to take a 
motor vehicle by force, violence or intimi- 
dation. It was signed as P.L. 102-519. The 
Child Support Payments Act federalizes what 
is in essence a state civil judgment for unpaid 
child support. It was sponsored by Congress- 
man Henry Hyde and Senator Richard 
Shelby and signed as P.L. 102-521. 

Senator Howell Heflin and Congress- 
man Charles Stenholm sponsored the third 
bill, the Farm Animal and Research Facili- 
ties Protection Act. It gives federal protec- 
tion to farm animals and research facilities 
by making federal crimes of certain specific 
acts involving interstate commerce, includ- 
ing the theft of animals from the facility or 
damage to the facility. It was signed as 
P.L.102-346. 


OTHER LEGISLATION 


Before adjourning, Congress failed to 
take final action on several key bills of 
interest to the judiciary, several of which are 
expected to return in various forms in the 


103d Congress: 


Crime 

The 102d Congress spent many hours 
debating anti-crime legislation during both 
its first and second sessions. In various 
stages, the crime bill contained provisions 
that would federalize virtually all homicides 
committed with a firearm and reform habeas 
corpus proceedings. In its final hours, the 
Senate passed a scaled-back crime bill that 
did not contain habeas corpus reform or gun 
control. However, the House failed to act 
before it adjourned. 


Violence Against Women 
Although the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee reported out S. 15, the Violence 
Against Women Act, in the summer of 
1991, the legislation never reached the 


Senate floor for a vote because of uncer- 
The 
Chief Justice appointed an Ad Hoc Com- 


tainty surrounding the crime bill. 


mittee on Gender-Based Violence to study 
the legislation and respond to concerns 
raised by Title I] and Title III of the bill. 
Judges Thomas Reavley and Judge Stanley 
Marcusservedas chairmen of the committee 
during its various stages. Chief Judges John 
Gerry and Barbara Rothstein and Judge 
Pamela Rymer also served on the ad hoc 
committee. 

Titles I] and III would have federalized 
a substantial number of cases that currently 
are within the jurisdiction of the state courts 
and would have provided for the filing of 
civil-rights actions by victims of crimes of 
violence motivated by gender. The Con- 
ference, while expressing great concern over 
the problems associated with violence 
against women, opposed certain provisions 
of Title I] and Title III of the bill because of 
the potential impact on the federal courts. It 
was estimated that the legislation, if en- 
acted, could have cost the judiciary up to 
$80 million a year. A companion bill, H.R. 
1502, was reported out of the House Sub- 
committee on Crime and Criminal Justice 


September 23, 1992. 


Space and Facilities 

Despite strong support from Senator 
[daniel Patrick Moynihan, the Judicial Space 
and Facilities Management Act failed to get 
the bipartisan support needed to pass the 
Senate. Judge Robert C. Broomfield, Chair- 
man of the Conference’s Committee on 
Space and Facilities, and Administrative 
Office Director L. Ralph Mecham testified 
in May during two days of Senate hearings 
on the bill. 

The legislation would have taken the 
judiciary from under the control of the Gen- 
eral Services Administration and allowed 
it to plan for its own real-property needs. 
Most of the other work wou!d be contracted 
out to GSA or other public or private orga- 
nizations. Enactment of this legislation 
remains a high priority for the judiciary. 


Bankruptcy Amendments 
Although the Bankruptcy Amend 
ments Act passed the Senate last June and 
an-amended version passed the House in 
October 1992, the two houses were unable 
to reach a compromise bill before they ad 


journed., 


Asbestos Litigation 

Although a great deal of discussion 
regarding asbestos litigation took place dur 
ing the 102d Congress, no legislation was 


introduced. 


Multiparty Multiforum Bill 

Legislation that would have amended 
title 28 to provide for federal jurisdiction of 
certain multiparty/multiforum civil actions 
was the subject of hearings in the House 
and Senate. Judge Thomas Reavley testi 
fied at the hearings in support of the legisla 
tion, which had been endorsed by the Judi 
cial Conterence. The bill passed the House 
in November 1991, but failed to progress in 
the Senate any further than the hearing 
held in January 1992 by the Subcommittee 
on Courts and Administrative Practice. 


———— 


Judge Rya W. Zobel and Judge Thomas M. Reavley testify at a House hearing October 24, 
1991, on the effects of asbestos litigation on the federal and state court systems. 
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MODERNIZING 
SYSTEMS 
AND PROCESSES 


Congress set up the Judiciary Automa- 
tion Fund in 1990 as a multi-year program to 
accelerate the automation of the judiciary. 
The Administrative Office, through the di- 
rection of the Judicial Conference Com- 
mitteeon Automation and Technology and 
the Conference itself, manages the Fund. In 
fiscal year 1992, deposits totaled $118 mil- 
lion. 

The Fund has permitted progress to be 
made in meeting the goals and objectives of 
the Long Range Plan for Automation in the 
Federal Judiciary. Most significantly, the 
multi-year aspect of the Fund allowed the 
judiciary to take advantage of anticipated 
price reductions in automation hardware 
and software in fiscal year 1992 while avoid- 
ing the loss of unobligated funds at the end 
of fiscal year 1991. 

With about one-third of the agency’s 
employees dedicated to the modernization 
of judiciary systems and processes, much has 
been accomplished this past year. Numer- 
ous installations, enhancements, and 2x- 
pansions of automated systems and associ- 
ated processes have taken place. The addi- 
tion of a new mainframe computer with 
increased capacity at the Administrative 
Office has improved the in-house support of 
such applications as the personnel and pay- 


roll, statistical, and accounting systems, as 
well as increased output on systems such as 
the Bankruptcy Automated Noticing Sys- 
tem. 

Overall, this has been a productive 
year despite budgetary constraints. Further 
accomplishments in this major area of sys- 
tems modernization follow. 


DOCKETING AND CASE 
MANAGEMENT 


Automated data processing has he- 
come an integral part of the day-to-day 
accomplishment of the work in the courts. 
A family of systems is available to the 
appellate, district, and bankruptcy courts to 
handle the processing of cases more effi- 
ciently. These practical applications have 
resulted in improved service to the courts, 
the bar and the public. 

The Administrative Office serves the 
courts in developing and installing major 
systems technologies and applications in the 
courts. The training and support centers in 
Phoenix, Arizona, and San Antonio, Texas, 
provide essential support. 

During 1992 available funds were em- 
ployed for needed enhancements of major 
systems as expansion continued in the ap- 
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pellate, district, and bankruptcy courts. The 
year-end total numbers of installations are 
displayed. More recently developed than 
the other major case management systems, 
the Probation and Pretrial Services Auto- 
mated Case Tracking System (PACTS) is 
being « led nationally in phases. The 
pretrial services module was completed in 
1992. Eventual data sharing with other 
related systems is planned. 

Other automation efforts continue to 
meet the courts’ operational requirements. 
Public Access to Court Electronic Records 
(PACER) or similar public access systems 
are now operating in a large number of 
courts—six appellate, 42 district, and 81 
bankruptcy courts. A system for the elec- 
tronic dissemination of opinions is now 
operating in six appellate courts, and three 
more courts are prepared to implement lo- 
cally developed systems. 


Appellate (12) 


AIMS (10) 
Local (1) 


Bankruptcy (90) 


BANCAP (72) 
NIBS (19) 


OFFICE AUTOMATION 
PROGRAM 


More than 23,000 personal comput: 
ers, including peripheral equipment such as 
printers, have been installed in the courts to 
meet their office-automation needs. The 
Federal Judiciary Office Automation Users 
Group, which operates at the local, circuit 
and national levels, continues to promote 
the productive use and management of of- 
fice-automation resources in the judiciary 
by facilitating the exchange of information 
and experiences regarding office-automa- 
tion technology and support within the 
courts. 

A new program specifically tailored to 
the needs of judges has been developed and 
implemented in all chambers. This program 
provides office-automation information and 
software programs to chambers employees, 


Case Management Systems 


District (94) 


Civil (88) 
Criminal (36) 
JAMS (2) 


Probatior/Pre-Trial 
Headquarters (129) 


PACTS (15) 
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The judges’ Office 
Automation 
Training Program 
provides federal 
judges with hands- 
on training in the use 
of various office 
automation 


packages. 


including training classes for federal judges 
and their support employees, and a clearing: 
house service. 

The training classes provided this year 
for judges and their support staff focused on 
conceptual and practical skills for using of- 
fice-automation tools and case-management 
databases. The clearinghouse service pro- 
vides all chambers with innovations that 
have been used successfully by chambers 
employees, produces a semi-annual newslet- 
ter, and furnishes information regarding 


office automation to new judges. 


(CHAMBERS ACCESS 
TO SELECTED ELECTRONIC 
RECORDS (CHASER) 


The Chambers Access to Selected 
Electronic Records, an application that re- 
trieves case-management information for 
judicial officers, was successfully tested this 
year. This new version of CHASER uses 
the power of the PC/486 and software 
changes to enable the courts to use their 
existing Integrated Case Management Sys- 
tem computer rather than requiring the ac- 
quisition of a separate computer. This al- 
lows the courts the option, during tight 
budget times, of implementing CHASER 


without buying more hardware. 


JURY 
SYSTEM 


The Ad 
ministrative Of 
fice is exploring 
the feasibility ot 
establishing a 
standardized, 
fully-integrated 
automated jury 
system fo allevi- 
ate the burden 
associated with 
qualifying and selecting jurors in the district 
courts. Developing a standardized and lo- 
cally controlled system will help the courts 
save time and effort in processing jurors. 

Based on the court input, a require: 
ments document has been written and will 
be circulated to all district courts for com- 
ment. The requirements document will be 
a basis for the establishment of system 


specifications for software development. 


CASE ASSIGNMENT SYSTEM 


The automated Case Assignment Sys- 
tem was designed so that district and bank- 
ruptcy courts could facilitate the random 
assignment of judges to cases and to assist in 
the management of case assignments. This 
system replaces manual card-oriented sys- 
tems. It provides an automated means for 
random case assignments while retaining 
flexibility for direct assignment to or recusal 
from a case. Sixty district and bankruptcy 


courts are currently using the system. 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICING 


The Administrative Office has initi- 
ated a procurement for contract services for 
the production and distribution of bank- 


ruptcy notices. The Bankruptcy Noticing 
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Center will initially replace the Adminis- 
trative Office's centralized computer op- 
eration, which produced 25 million notices 
in 1992 for 15 of the largest bankruptcy 
courts. The contractor's services will be 
available to additional bankruptcy courts in 
the future. 


ELECTRONIC DOCUMENT 
PROCESSING: 
BANKRUPTCY CLAIMS 


The technology to store and retrieve 
documents electronically, rather than on 
paper offers benefits such as reduced storage 
space, fast retrieval, searching for documents 
based upon their contents, and simulta- 
neous viewing of a document by more than 
one person. The Administrative Office has 
worked closely with the bankruptcy courts 
to develop an experimental system to re- 
place paper claims with electronic claims. 
This system is being tested in several courts. 


ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION 
OF PLEADINGS 


The Administrative Office has en- 
hanced the experimental electronic filing 
system that is installed in two courts. This 
system enables attorneys to transmit word- 
processor files directly to the court's com- 
puter. This experiment, along with the 
Bankruptcy Claims experiment, should give 
the courts valuable experience and a sound 
basis for assessing the costs and benefits of 
electronic-document processing. 


CENTRAL 
VIOLATIONS BUREAU 


The Administrative Office continues 
to provide administrative support and assis- 
tance to the two consolidated Central Vio- 
lation Bureaus in Denver, Colorado, and 
San Antonio, Texas. In 1992, the agency 
developed, tested, and installed new fines 
and forfeiture software to help the bureaus 
docket and track forfeitures, fine assessments, 
payments, penalties, and interest. 


AUTOMATED 
PRESENTENCE REPORT 


The Administrative Office convened 
and managed a working group of probation 
employees who developed an Automated 
Presentence Report Application. The work- 
ing group worked closely with the Criminal 
Law Committee, U.S. Sentencing Commis- 
sion, U.S. Parole Commission, and the Bu- 
reau of Prisons in developing the new report 
format. The automated system makes the 
production of presentence reports both more 
efficient and more uniform. 


IMPROVEMENTS 
IN THE STATISTICAL 
REPORTING PROCESS 


District and Bankruptcy 
Courts 

The Administrative Office developed 
asystem that allows courts to transmit elec- 
tronically statistical records directly to the 
agency's mainframe computer. This system 
eliminates the mailing of data tothe agency 
on computer tapes or cartridges. 

With more than 90 percent of the 
bankruptcy and district courts now capable 
of preparing their statistical reports using 
court-based computer systems, the number 
of courts using the electronic transmission 
process will continue to increase. In addi- 
tion to the benefit of refined quality con- 
trols with the automated systems, full imple- 
mentation of the electronic transmission 
process in the courts will increase the time- 
liness of information maintained by the 
agency. 


Pretrial Services Offices 

In October 1992, the Administrative 
Office improved the compilation of data on 
activity in pretrial services offices. Major 
enhancements to the system increase the 
data collected in a number of areas, includ- 
ing courtesy supervision cases, recommen- 
dations and reports made at bail hearings 
and reviews, detention hearings, and special 


conditions imposed, including electronic 
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monitoring, substance-abuse treatment and 
testing, and shelter placement. 


Magistrate Judges 

This past year, the Administrative Of- 
fice completed the Magistrate Judges Statis- 
tical Reporting System, a software product 
to collect and maintain statistical data on 
the workload of United States magistrate 
judges. This reporting system, which re- 
places a paper form, eases the data-gathering 
burden for magistrate judges and the agency. 
The system has already been tested in the 
courts and will be provided to all magistrate 
judges for use in early 1993. 


Civil Justice Reform Act 
Reporting 

As part of the reporting requirements 
under the Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990, 
the Administrative Office has prepared two 
semi-annual reports on motions, bench tri- 
als, and three-year-old cases pending Sep- 
tember 30, 1991, and March 31, 1992; the 
third report under this Act is currently in 
progress. These reports show, by judicial 
officer, lists of motions pending over six 
months, bench trials submitted for more 
than six months, and civil cases pending for 
more than three years. 

At the beginning of the second report- 
ing period for the Act, an interim PC-based 
automated process for reporting three-year- 
old cases was introduced. This process has 
served as the basis for the design and devel- 
opment of reporting under the Act to be 
incorporated into the Integrated Case Man- 
agement System electronic docketing sys- 
tems. Implementation of the reporting pro- 
cess in the electronic tracking system is 
scheduled for early 1993. Implementation 
will eliminate the need for courts to prepare 
paper reports for individual judges. 


PERSONNEL/PAYROLL 
SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION 
PROJECT 


tive Office reported on the current auto- 
mated personnel and payroll systems. The 
payroll system, designed in the 1960s, and 
the personnel system, designed in the 1980s, 
are woefully inadequate to meet current 
needs of supporting 28,000 judiciary em- 
ployees. The Administrative Office will 
either update or replace these systems. 

During 1992, the agency contracted 
with the Navy Personnel Research and De- 
velopment Center to develop PC-based en- 
hancements to resolve immediate opera- 
tional issues, and the Defense Information 
Technology Services Organization to assist 
in making suggestions on how to improve 
the personnel/payroll systems. 

By early 1993, the Administrative Of- 
fice will have completed the requirements 
analysis, the alternatives analysis, and a de- 
tailed cost comparison of the alternatives 
and be in a position to recommend a course 
of action to be taken to replace or improve 
the current automated personnel/payroll 
systems. 


SPACE MANAGEMENT 
INFORMATION SYSTEM 


The agency has made significant 
progress in developing and implementing 
an automated system that is to become the 
primary tool used for managing the judiciary’s 
space inventory. The Facilities Automa- 
tion for the Courts system will track and 
manage real-property projects and support 
the management of funding for real-prop- 
erty acquisitions and construction and re- 
pair projects. The judiciary system was 
designed specifically to interface with the 
General Services Administration’s system. 

The system's major objectives are to 
compile, maintain, and monitor an up-to- 
date space inventory; to establish and main- 
tain a monitoring and tracking system for 
prospectus project development and various 
levels of tenant alteration and repair projects; 
and to integrate the space and facilities 
budget data, long-range planning data, and 


At the June 1992 meeting of the Judi- 
cial Resources Committee, the Administra- 


computer-generated floor plans of all judi- 4 © ‘ 
ciary facilities. 
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The first two components of the sys- 
tem became operational November 15, 1992. 
Data loading for all active projects from 
fiscal years 1990-1992 is underway, as is a 
report outlining the current status of all 
active prospectus level projects. The system’s 
hardware and software capabilities are cur- 
rently being upgraded to provide the staffs of 
circuit executives and court unit offices 
with on-line access to the system. 


CoOuURT 
FINANCIAL SYSTEM 1 


A new version of the Court Financial 
System | was released at the beginning of 
fiscal year 1992. The revised version pro- 
vides more features to help courts operating 
under the budget-decentralization program. 
This system accepts electronic transmission 
of allotment data from the agency and pro- 
vides better financial data reports for the 
courts. Forty-six courts use this system. 


PAYROLL 
PROJECTION SYSTEM 


The original payroll projection system 
was developed by the Arizona Probation 
Office as a PC program to assist with its 
payroll requirements for current and future 
budget-decentralized years. Modifications 
to enhance the software to operate on a 
national basis for payroll projections were 
made through the cooperation and support 
of agency staff and the budget-decentralized 
courts. A new version of this system was 
released in the spring of 1992 in time for the 
budget-decentralization training program. 


DATA 
COMMUNICATIONS 
NETWORK 


The Data Communications Network 
will provide judiciary employees with swift, 
secure access to computer systems, applica- 
tions, and databases, through desktop work 
stations networked locally and nationally. 
In 1992, the Data Communications Net- 


work was installed in the First Stage Accep- 
tance Test sites in the Sixth Circuit Court of 
Appeals, the D.C. Circuit, and the Eastern 
District of Michigan. The network has also 
been installed in eight courts to accommo- 
date the projected implementation of the 
Budget and Accounting System for the 
Courts and in the San Antonio Automa- 
tion Training and Support Center. Con- 


Roch Turco (foreground), Integrated Technology Division, 
works with IBM contractors to troubleshoot network problems. 


current with the move of the Administra- 
tive Office to the Federal Judiciary Building, 
the network was installed in this new build- 
ing for all agency employees. 

The Data Communications Network 
will provide the means by which data, files, 
and electronic-mail messages are transmit- 
ted within a court and among courts, the 
Administrative Office, and the Federal Judi- 
cial Center. The major capabilities pro- 
vided are opinion circulation, administra- 
tive messages, data and document transfer, 
and chambers access to electronic docketing 
and case-management information. Also, 
the network will provide high-speed access 
to court computers from divisional offices, as 
well as access to external databases, such as 
those included in Computer Assisted Legal 
Research. The network will also provide a 
means for the electronic transfer of data 


103 


from the courts to central databases at the 
Administrative Office, such as statistics, 
payroll and personnel information, as well 
as access to this information by the courts. 

The agency is currently in Phase II of 
a five-phase implementation plan, which 
was approved by the Judicial Conference. 
Although implementation isa high priority, 
installation of the full network will occur 
over a period of years and will depend on 
funding. 


ORGANIZING USER 
INVOLVEMENT 

IN THE AUTOMATION 
MANAGEMENT PROCESS 


In connection with the consultants’ 
recommendations in the Federal Judiciary 
Automation Program Review, a new struc- 
ture for organizing user involvement in the 
automation management process was devel- 
oped in 1992 through the combined efforts 
of agency staff and court administrators. 
This user-group structure is designed to fos- 
ter the agency/court partnership, organize 
and stress integration of effort, encourage 
exploration of ideas and consideration of 
new solutions, and increase customer input 
and satisfaction. The Director formally 
announced the new structure in October 
1992. 

Each main user group, called an um- 
brella group, will be composed of about 10 
members, largely court managers and some 
judges, charged with making decisions in a 
given arena. Subgroups will exist within 
umbrellas, composed of representatives with 
more of the hands-on expertise in a specific 
area. Ideas for projects can be discussed 
informally in the subgroups and then sub- 
mitted to the umbrella group for approval. 
Overall, strategic direction is provided by 
the Director’s Automation Planning Coun- 


cil, which is composed of umbrella chairs 
and the agency's Assistant Directors. 

To complement the umbrella groups, 
life-cycle project management is being em- 
ployed to provide a disciplined approach to 
the management and development of auto- 
mation in the judiciary. Depending on the 
project, the umbrella groups will set mile- 
stones and priorities for the appropriate 
phases. 


UsER TRAINING 
AND SATISFACTION 


Twoof the recommendations outlined 
by consultants in the Federal Judiciary Au- 
tomation Program Review, completed in 
1991, address the need for an assessment of 
the courts’ automation-training needs and 
a determination of customer satisfaction. 
The Administrative Office acted on both 
recommendations this past year. 

An Information Resource Manage- 
ment Education and Training Officer posi- 
tion was established, and a contract was 
signed with the U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture Graduate School to assess the auto- 
mation-training needs of users in the courts. 
The results of the assessment were pre- 
sented in November 1992, and will be used 
to develop recommendations for improv- 
ing education and training services to the 
users as well as providers of service. 

An effort to determine the level of 
satisfaction with the automated products 
and services provided to the courts by the 
agency began in 1992. The Administrative 
Office contracted with the U.S Department 
of Agriculture Graduate School to help the 
agency segment the judiciary so that needs 
and levels of satisfaction could be measured. 
Preliminary steps were taken to draw ran- 
dom samples of court employees to take part 
in customer-satisfaction surveys. 
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PROGRAM 
DELIVERY 


Over the years, as the judiciary’s needs 
have changed, the functions and structure of 
the Administrative Office have changed. In 
response to Judicial Conference directives, 
new legislation, and court needs, the agency 
initiated numerous projects and programs. 
These initiatives are in addition to the 
agency’s ongoing services and programs and 
often require concerted effort. However, a 
substantial part of the agency’s resources 
remain devoted to ongoing judicial support: 
statistics collection; program development, 
coordination, guidance, assessment, and 
training; payroll processing; personnel ser- 
vices and benefits administration; financial 
operations and audits; and contracting. It is 
these combined efforts, new programs and 
ongoing support, that make possible the 
delivery of the highest level of service to the 
entire judiciary. 

Fiscal year 1992 was a year of signifi- 
cant progress for the Administrative Office. 
Highlights of both new initiatives and 
progress in ongoing programs follow. 


IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE CIVIL JUSTICE 
REFORM ACT OF 1990 

The Administrative Office provides 
staff support to the Judicial Conference Com- 
mittee on Court Administration and Case 
Management, which has been assigned re- 
sponsibility for implementing the Civil Jus- 


tice Reform Act of 1990. Last spring, agency 
staff worked with the Committee in review- 
ing all cost-and delay-reduction plans sub- 
mitted by early implementation districts and 
pilot courts. 

Under the direction of the chairman, 
Chief Judge Robert M. Parker, agency staff 
prepared the Judicial Conference's report to 
Congress on the plans developed and imple- 
mented by the early implementation district 
courts. The report was submitted June 1, 
1992, as required by statute, and was subse- 
quently distributed to all chief judges of 
appellate and district courts. 

The Administrative Office, working 
with the Federal Judicial Center, drafted the 
model civil justice cost-and delay-reduction 
plan that the Act requires. The Court 
Administration and Case Management 
Committee approved the model plan, which 
was formally transmitted to the courts and to 
Congress in October 1992. 

The judiciary entered into a contract 
with RAND Corporation for a com) arative 
study of pilot courts, as required by the 
statute. Agency staff members are monitor- 
ing RAND’s design and progress in the study 
and are accompanying RANI) employees 
on visits to pilot and comparison courts. 

Administrative Office staff members 
have provided advice and assistance to courts 
regarding implementation of the Act, espe- 
cially concerning options for developing 
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differentiated case management, alterna- 
tive dispute resolution, and other case-man- 
agement programs and techniques. Work- 
ing with the Federal Judicial Center, 
agency staff surveyed court employees and 
identified resource persons to assist in pro- 
gram development. 

The fiscal year 1992 budget appro- 
priation for the judiciary provided 
$16,764,000 for the implementation of the 
Act. Necessary staffing for early implemen- 
tation districts and other courts participat- 
ing in the program were provided from this 
funding, as well as operation and mainte- 
nance expenses. Funds were also allocated 
from the appropriation for the RAND study. 


COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW 
OF THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


In its April 1990 report, the Federal 
Courts Study Committee recommended that 
the Judicial Conference study the adminis- 
tration and operation of the Criminal Jus- 
tice Act of 1964, which was enacted to 
provide a system for payment of the costs of 
providing defense services to financially eli- 
gible federal criminal defendants. The Judi- 
cial Improvements Act of 1990, which the 
President signed December 1, 1990, required 
that the Judicial Conference study the fed- 
eral defender program and report to Con- 
gress. The Chief Justice subsequently es- 
tablished the Committee to Review the 
Criminal Justice Act. 

The nine-member Committee to Re- 
view the Criminal Justice Act, chaired by 
Judge Edward C. Prado and composed of 
federal judges, present and former federal 
defenders, law professors, and private attor- 
neys, is conducting the first comprehensive 
review of the program since 1967. During 
the past year, the Committee held public 
hearings in Atlanta, Chicago, Boston, Den- 
ver, and Indianapolis. The Committee 
also received and solicited letters and 
statements from individuals and groups in- 
volved in the federal criminal-justice pro- 
cess nationwide. 


In August, the Committee's “Interim 
Report of the Committee to Review the 
Criminal Justice Act” was released to the 
public. The report focused on areas in 
which the defender services program could 
be improved and offered recommendations 
for program enhancements. The 
Committee's final report is scheduled to be 
submitted to the Judicial Conference for 
consideration at its March 1993 session. 
Administrative Office staff members con- 
tinue to provide assistance to this Commit- 
tee. 


DEFENDER 
ORGANIZATIONS 


The Administrative Office provides 
administrative support to 68 defender orga- 
nizations. Of these, 40 are federal public 
defender organizations serving 46 districts, 9 
are traditional community defender organi- 
zations serving 10 districts, and 19 are com- 
munity defender organizations functioning 
as death penalty resource centers. In fiscal 
year 1992, three of those were new death 
penalty resource centers opened to serve 
Arkansas, Nevada, and Virginia. The Ad- 
ministrative Office will evaluate the feasi- 
bility of establishing defender organizations 
in all judicial districts with the requisite 
number of Criminal Justice Act appoint- 
ments per year. 

The agency is developing procedures 
for field audits of federal defender organiza- 
tions. Also, federal defenders have insti- 
tuted a voluntary peer-review process, 
where the quality of representation fur- 
nished by an organization as well as its 
administrative and fiscal functions are 
evaluated by federal defenders and Admin- 
istrative Office staff. Two such reviews 
were done last year. 


U.S. Courts 
NATIONAL FINE CENTER 


The U.S. Courts National Fine Cen- 
ter was established by the Criminal Fine 


Improvements Act of 1987. Coogdinated Cr 
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and developed by the Administrative Of- 
fice, the Fine Center uses a nationwide 
computerized system to track and receive 
fines, restitution, forfeitures of bail bonds or 
collateral, and assessments imposed by the 
courts in all felony and some misdemeanor 
cases. On September 1, 1992, the Fine 
Center began processing all criminal cases 
with court indebtedness for the Eastern 
District of North Carolina, the location of 
the Fine Center. When fully implemented, 
the Fine Center will provide one database 
with complete and accurate national infor- 
mation accessible to the courts, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and other interested fed- 
eral agencies. 

The three-year implementation plan 
calls for nationwide expansion by the end of 
1995. As specified by the Federal Courts 
Administration Act of 1992, funding for the 
Fine Center will be $6.2 million per year for 
fiscal years 1993, 1994, and 1995, and $3 
million each fiscal year thereafter out of 
the Crime Victims Fund. 


PRETRIAL SERVICES 
SUPERVISION STANDARDS 


At the direction of the Criminal Law 
Committee of the Judicial Conference, the 
Administrative Office formed a task force to 
develop standards for the supervision of 
persons on pretrial release. The group, 
which developed a model and trained offic- 
ers in eight pilot districts, was composed of 
chief probation and pretrial services offic- 
ers and agency staff. It is expected that 
implementation of these standards will de- 
crease the likelihood of failures to appear in 
court and incidents of crimes by persons on 
pretrial release. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
AND FEDERAL BUREAU 
OF PRISONS COOPERATION 


The Administrative Office and the 
Federal Bureau of Prisons sponsored three 
conferences during 1992, in Memphis, Ten- 
nessee, for the 5th, 6th, and 7th circuits; 


Baltimore, Maryland, for the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, 
D.C., 4th, and 11th circuits; and Park City, 
Utah, for the 8th, 9th and 10th circuits. 
Chief probation and pretrial services offic- 
ers, deputy chiefs, wardens, and community 
corrections managers exchanged informa- 
tion about their respective missions and 
shared ideas about how the agencies can 
support each other more effectively in the 
area of prerelease planning and _inter- 
agency communication. 

The Administrative Office, its proba- 
tion advisory group, and the Federal Bureau 
of Prisons designed a pilot project to initiate 
early probation officer involvement with 
inmates as part of their planned release to 
the community. The goals are to improve 
the continuity of services in prison with 
those provided after release, increase the 
accountability of inmates, and reduce re- 
cidivism. Earlier involvement of probation 
officers is expected to increase the likeli- 
hood of successful supervision. Seven dis- 
tricts will test the new procedures. 


Electronic monitoring devices are used on persons confined 
at home under conditions of supervised release. Here, Bob 
Altman (right) attaches the anklet of such a device to Kevin 
Hackett. Altman and Hackett work in the Probation and 
Pretrial Services Division of the Administrative Office. 
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CouRT SECURITY 


The Administrative Office continues 
to ensure the delivery of necessary security 
services to the judiciary through liaison with 
the U.S. Marshals Service. The Marshals 
Service has the responsibility and authority 
to provide security services to the judiciary; 
the judiciary provides funding for court se- 
curity officers, security systems, and equip- 
ment through a separate appropriation from 
Congress. The fiscal year 1993 appropria- 
tion request for these services was Cut signifi- 
cantly. The Administrative Office is work- 
ing with the Marshals Service to develop a 
spending plan that will not require a reduc- 
tion in the current number of court security 
officers or in the current level of security. 
Deferring equipment purchases and instal- 
lations and reducing all other expenditures 
will be necessary unless supplemental fund- 
ing is approved. 


STUDY OF THE 
AUTHORITY 
OF MAGISTRATE JUDGES 


The Administrative Office, under the 
supervision of the Committee on the Ad- 
ministration of the Magistrate Judges Sys- 
tem, has been studying the authority of 
United States magistrate judges, as recom- 
mended by the Federal Courts Study Com- 
mittee. The first part of the study has been 
completed. An inventory of magistrate judge 
duties, compiled by the Administrative Of- 
fice under the supervision of the Magistrate 
Judges Committee, has been published in 
two formats: 

(1) as a revised Chapter 3, “Jurisdic- 
tion,” of the Legal Manual for United States 
Magistrate Judges, which was distributed to 
magistrate judges, district judges, and other 
court personnel in December 1991; 

(2) as a bound volume with a brief 
introduction, Inventory of United States 
Magistrate Judge Duties, which is available 
upon request. 

The two other parts of the study are 
nearly finished. A draft of the constitu- 


tional section of the study, “A Constitu- 
tional Analysis of Magistrate Judge Author- 
ity,” was reviewed and approved by the 
Committee on the Administration of the 
Magistrate Judges System at its December 
1991 meeting. This document contains in- 
depth analyses of several Supreme Court 
and circuit court opinions discussing the 
authority of magistrate judges and other 
non- Article III judicial officers. The third 
part of the study, a review of the legislative 
history of the Federal Magistrates Act and 
related legislation, will be published as the 
revised Chapter 2, “Legislative History of 
the Magistrate Judges System,” of the Legal 
Manual. 


JUDICIARY 
DISBURSEMENTS REVIEW 


In December 1991, the Director estab- 
lished an ad hoc Judiciary Disbursements 
Committee to review the current disburse- 
ment process and make recommendations 
to improve and modernize the disbursement 
process used by the entire judiciary. Mem- 
bers represent the appeals, district and bank - 
ruptcy courts, and the Administrative Of- 
fice. 

The committee is in the process of 
setting up a pilot program to test the various 
disbursement methods available to the judi- 
ciary. Some of the methods being consid- 
ered are Electronic Funds Transfer, Third 
Party Drafts, On-line Payment and Collec- 
tic n System, Treasury disbursement of funds, 
and Treasury checks. 


SPACE AND FACILITIES 
PLANNING FOR 
THE JUDICIARY 


In accordance with Judicial Confer- 
ence policy, each judicial district is required 
to develop long-range facility plans, coordi- 
nated and integrated with all court and 
court-related components within the dis- 
trict. To date, 66 long-range planning ses- 
sions have been held. The General Services 
Administration is being asked to use the 
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results of the long-range plans, which are 
based on caseload projections at 5, 10, 20, 
and 30 year intervals, to develop projections 
of construction needs. The process has 
identified more than 174 court buildings 
that will be out of space within the next 5 to 
10 years, and a projected cost of $12.9 bil- 
lion for new facilities. Of these require- 
ments, about 60 major court-construction 
projects are in either the programming, de- 
sign, or construction stages of development. 

Within the coming year, a complete 
inventory of projects needed to fulfill t>>. 
judiciary’s space requirements for the ne «| 
30 years will b> completed. With this infor- 
mation, the Administrative Office will be 
able to provide to Congress a comprehen- 
sive program of requirements for its priority - 
setting and show how a particular project in 
a district relates to others, something that 
could not be done before this program was 
implemented. 

Realizing the magnitude of the judi- 
ciary building program, the Director estab- 
lished a working group late in 1991 to make 
recommendations concerning appropriate 
roles and responsibilities of members of the 
court family in the judiciary’s real- 
property program. The working 
group, composed of judges and senior 
court managers, prepared a report 
that was sent to all chief judges for 
comment. Also, at the Director's 
request, the Space and Facilities 
Committee of the Judicial Confer- 
ence reviewed the report at its June 
1992 meeting. Implementation of 
recommendations made by the work- 
ing group and the Space and Facili- 
ties Committee will begin in 1993. 

In view of the construction- 
needs projections and the agency’s 
priority for passage of the indepen- 
dent real-property legislation, the 
U.S. Courts Design Guide was de- 
veloped to help court employees de- 
sign and manage space and facilities. 
Specific training programs have been 
developed and presented to court 


employees focusing on real-property admin- 
istration and management of major design 
and construction projects. A program on the 
use of the judiciary’s automated project- 
tracking system is planned. 


BUDGET 
DECENTRALIZATION 


Fiscal year 1992 was adynamic year for 
budget decentralization as it continued its 
nationwide expansion. Twenty-six courts 
took part in the program, and 40 more 
joined at the beginning of fiscal year 1993. 

In March and April 1992, four exten- 
sive week-long training sessions were held 
for the 40 courts entering the budget-decen- 
tralization program in fiscal year 1993. The 
training used the expertise and knowledge 
of court employees already working with the 
program. In addition to agency staff facili- 
tating the program, presentations were made 
by Administrative Office employees on such 
topics as the Congressional budget process, 
projecting personnel expenditures, and fund 
control. 


1992 
20% 


Budget Decentralization 
Implementation 


Percentages add to more than |00 due to rounding 


38% 


A separate training program was held 
for Bankruptcy Administrators and staff en- 
tering the program in fiscal year 1993. Train- 
ing for the remaining courts is scheduled for 
spring 1993. Although this third phase of 
training will be the last major effort, re- 
training will be done periodically for new 
court employees. The first re-training ses- 
sion was held this past summer. 

An ad hoc advisory group on decen- 
tralization, established this past year and 
composed of court and agency staff, will 
advise the agency on policies and procedures 
until court-wide implementation of budget 
decentralization has been completed. 


EXPEDITED PROCESSING 
AND PAYMENT OF CJA 
VOUCHERS 


The Administrative Office reviewed 
last year the processing and payment of 
vouchers for court appointed counsel, ex- 
perts, and other services under the Criminal 
Justice Act. The purpose of the review was 
to see if the decentralization of processing 
responsibilities had significantly decreased 
the amount of time taken to process the 
vouchers, as compared to the old system, 
which required that all vouchers be sent to 
the Administrative Office for pre-audit and 
processing. 

The review showed that, once entered 
into the automated voucher-processing sys- 
tem, the vouchers were being routinely pro- 
cessed in less than six days. Before decen- 
tralization the process took about four weeks. 
Thus, decentralization has substantially ex- 
pedited the payment process. 


JUDICIARY SALARY 
PLAN REVIEW 


The Administrative Office began an 
in-depth study of the Judiciary Salary Plan 
in the summer of 1991 at the request of the 
Judicial Resources Committee. The National 
Academy of Public Administration, under 
contract with the Administrative Office, 


has facilitated the study by reviewing the 
current system and recommending improve- 
ments. In June 1992, the Judicial Resources 
Committee approved proceeding with de- 
veloping recommended classification, com- 
pensation, and job-qualifications systems. 

With the Committee’s endorsement, 
the next phase of the study began. Ina series 
of meetings, a working group, and later the 
full Ad Hoc Committee of Court Personnel 
for the Judiciary Salary Plan Study, com- 
posed of 19 court unit executives, developed 
six job factors to use in evaluating the pro- 
posed benchmark jobs. In turn, benchmark 
jobs were developed by the Academy and 
the Administrative Office and evaluated by 
court review groups representing the bank- 
ruptcy, district, and circuit courts, and pro- 
bation and pretrial services. The groups’ 
assessments were submitted to the Court Ad 
Hoc Committee, which selected and verti- 
cally ranked them. 

Administrative Office staff members 
have met with Academy representatives to 
complete the benchmarks, and develop al- 
ternative grading structures, the supervisory 
grading criteria, job-qualifications standards, 
and acost-control system. These items were 
presented to the Court Ad Hoc Committee 
in January 1993, then presented in February 
to the 17 courts that took part in the study. 
The proposed system will be presented in 
the spring of 1993 to a wider range of court 
employees. 

Comments received during the meet- 
ings will be consolidated and reflected in the 
presentation of the new system to the Judi- 
cial Resources Committee at its June 1993 
meeting. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
PERSONNEL ACT 
OF 1990 


Broad-based agency efforts continued 
through the course of the year to implement 
the Administrative Office Personnel Act of 
1990. The Act enables the agency to de- 
velop a modern human-resources system. 
The Director established a steering commit- 
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tee and various employee volunteer com 
mittees to assure participation in forming a 
system that supports agency employees in 
carrying out the mission of the agency. The 
first policies have been published tor the 
Administrative Office in the Human Re 
sources Manual of the Guide to Judiciary 
Policies and Procedures. These include a 
reciprocal hiring agreement with the Office 
of Personnel Management, veterans prefer: 
ence in hiring, a Presidential Management 
Intern policy, a general recruitment bro- 
chure, and flexible work arrangements. 

With the participation of volunteers, 
many basic classification, pay, merit promo- 
tion, and temporary and student employ- 
ment policies have been proposed, Work 
has begun on resolution of differences, griev- 
ance and appeal processes, employee protec- 
tion, performance review, work-force ad- 
justment, and the Administrative Office 
Executive Service chapter. 


JUDICIARY 
EEO PROGRAM 


Numerous orientations, workshops, 
and seminars for judges and judiciary em- 
ployees were held last year to support and 
enhance equal-employment opportunity ini- 
tiatives in the judiciary. The Administra- 
tive Office provides guidance and assistance 
to the courts on EEO matters and publishes 
reports evaluating the implementation of 
EEO plans in the judiciary. These efforts 
have been generally quite successful: em- 
ployment of minorities, women, and handi- 
capped individuals increased in the last re- 
porting year. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE/ 
Court INTERN PROGRAM 


Begun in 1992 as an expanded version 
of an earlier program, the Administrative 
Office/Court Intern Program provides ca- 
reer-development opportunities for both 
agency and court employees who are grades 
JSP/GS-11 and above. In keeping with the 


Director's goals, this program is designed to 
promote a better understanding and knowl 
edge of organizational missions, functions, 
and operations, and to establish effective 
communication and good rapport among 
organizational clements. 

Fifteen court employees and two Ad- 
ministrative Office employees were accepted 
for internships of 3-6 months. Participants 
from district and bankruptey courts and the 
claims courts provided dssistanee IN Varlous 
agency divisions, working on such projects 
as the work measurement study tor the bank- 
ruptcy clerks’ offices, the Integrated Case 
Management System, and the Judiciary Sal- 
ary Plan study. Interns from the Adminis- 
trative Office were exposed to the day-to- 
day operations of a bankruptcy court and the 
operations of a circuit court library. 

Continued and increased involvement 
in the program from both court personnel 
and agency staff is expected. 


WorRK 
MEASUREMENT 
PROGRAM 


Under the direction of the Committee 
on Judicial Resources, the Administrative 
Office is engaged in a multi-year effort to 
update formulas used to determine staffing 
requirements. Following a comprehensive 
study involving many participants, the new 
formula for district clerks’ offices was ap- 
proved by the Judicial Conference last Sep- 
tember. 

The study of the bankruptcy clerks’ 
offices is progressing. The first phases of the 
bankruptcy project were aided by the assis- 
tance of two interns from bankruptcy courts. 
This successful alliance resulted in the addi- 
tion of subject-matter experts tothe Admin- 
istrative Office team collecting and analyz- 
ing court data. Data collection began on 
this complex effort in November 1992. 

In other efforts, new or revised staffing 
formulas are being developed tor court re 
porters, staff attorneys, and preargument at- 
tomeys in the appellate mediation programs. 
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MANAGEMENT 
ASSISTANCE EFFORTS 


The Administrative Office provides 
ongoing and specialized management assis- 
tance to the judiciary. This assistance re- 
quires much knowledge and preparation by 
agency staff, and usually requires extensive 
travel. For this reason, some future assis- 
tance and services may be limited by budget- 
ary constraints. 

Over 307 support initiatives were un- 
dertaken and completed in 1992. These 
included surveys of magistrate judges; prop- 
erty and procurement assistance, evalua- 
tion, and training; post-automation reviews; 
financial audits; and probation, pretrial ser- 
vices, clerks’ office, and staff attorneys’ of- 
fice reviews and evaluations. The agency 
also provides ongoing support to the courts 
through regional administrators in various 
program areas. 


CALIFORNIA CENTRAL 
BANKRUPTCY COURT 
ASSISTANCE PROJECT 


This past year, a major project was 
undertaken by the agency at the request of 
the Board of Judges of the U.S. Bankruptcy 
Court for the Central District of California, 
the largest bankruptcy court in the country. 
The California Central Bankruptcy Court 
assistance project was organized to take a 
comprehensive look at court operations, to 
identify opportunities for improvement, and 
to recommend changes that would result in 
more efficient and effective operations. The 
Director, members of the court, and staff of 
the Administrative Office sought well-re- 
spected bankruptcy court clerks from around 
the country, individuals from municipal 
courts and private industry, and Adminis- 
trative Office staff with specific program 
knowledge to take part in the project. The 
project team focused on institutional man- 
agement, organizational structure, decen- 
tralization of court functions, case manage- 
ment, automation, human resources, and 
case processing. 


The project team developed more than 
185 recommendations to improve court op- 
erations in these areas. The recommenda- 
tions were subsequently published in two 
reports in November 1992. The team's 
findings and recommendations were also 
presented directly to the chief judge and the 
entire Board to implement at their discre- 
tion, 


NATIONAL DRUG 
TESTING CONTRACT 


In a continuing effort to improve the 
detection of drug use among federal offend- 
ers, the Administrative Office awarded a 
contract to PharmChem Laboratories Inc., 
of Menlo Park, California, to conduct 
850,000 drug tests for the Probation and 
Pretrial Services System. The laboratory 
will test for opiates, PCP, amphetamines, 
cocaine, and methadone. PharmChem has 
more than 250 employees, uses the most 
advanced technology, and is certified by the 
National Institute on Drug Abuse. 


PACER FEEs 


The Administrative Office has worked 
closely with the courts to implement fees for 
Public Access to Court Electronic Records 
(PACER). The agency prepared amend- 
ments to the Miscellaneous Fee Schedules 
to add new fee items for the use of electronic 
access to court data. These fee items were 
prepared pursuant to Judicial Conference 
action and in accordance with the Judi- 
ciary Appropriations Act of 1991. Also, the 
agency led an effort to seek Judicial Confer- 
ence approval for the extension of these 
fees for public access to federal government 
users. This issue is still pending. 

The Administrative Office has as- 
sisted the PACER Billing Center in San 
Antonio, Texas, in coordinating the imple- 
mentation of the billing system for district 
and bankruptcy courts, and has served as a 
contact for court staff. The agency has also 
helped the Billing Center enlist the courts 
on an implementation schedule. 


VIDEOTAPING 
OF COURT PROCEEDINGS 


The two-year experiment approved by 
the Judicial Conference to test the use of 
videotaping as a method of recording and 
reviewing court proceedings ended Decem- 
ber 31, 1992. Two appellate courts, four 
district courts, and, in a limited capacity, a 
magistrate judge took part in the experi- 
ment. The courts are the Third and Fifth 
Circuits, the Eastern and Western districts 
of Pennsylvania, the Eastern District of Loui- 
siana, and the Western District of Texas. 
The magistrate judge sits in the Northern 
District of California. 

The Administrative Office contracted 
with the National Center for State Courts to 
design and conduct the experiment. The 
Federal Judicial Center will prepare an evalu- 
ation and report on the experiment to the 
Committee on Court Administration and 
Case Management in June 1993. 


RECORDS 
MANAGEMED!T 


The Administrative Office supports 
the courts’ needs to develop efficient ways of 
handling increasing volumes of records. The 
National Archives and Records Adminis- 
tration completed an 18-month study of 
records management in the federal courts. 
NARA analysts visited more than 60 courts 
to compile data for the report, “Records 
Management in the Federal Courts.” A\l- 
though complimentary about many aspects 
of the judiciary’s records-management pro- 
gram, the evaluators expressed particular 
concern about the lack of an electronic- 
records program. The Administrative Of- 
fice is preparing an action plan to imple- 
ment many of the 59 recommendations pub- 
lished in the report, including an electronic- 
records program. 


CouRT REGISTRY 
INVESTMENT SYSTEM 


The Court Registry Investment Sys- 
tem is in its second full year of operation. 
Under this system, registry funds of partici- 
pating courts are pooled and large Treasury 
securities/notes are purchased and kept safe 
at the Federal Reserve in Houston. A mar- 
ket rate of interest is applied and funds are 
completely secure. This program does not 
depend on the banking system and therefore 
eliminates the need for collateral. This 
system is now responsible for administering 
over $1.4 billion in 1,546 cases. 

As of September 30, 1992, 12 courts 
were placing some or all of their funds into 
the system. The 12 courts taking part are the 
district courts in the District of Columbia, 
Eastern District of Texas, Southern District 
of New York, Eastern District of Kentucky, 
Arizona, Eastern District of New York, 
Middle District of Louisiana, Massachusetts, 
Southern District of Texas, and Arkansas; 
and the bankruptcy courts in the Northern 
District of Texas and the Southern District 
of New York. 


CREDIT CARD 
IMPLEMENTATION 


Twenty courts now accept VISA and 
MASTERCARD in payment for court fees, 
fines, and filings, and for repayment of travel 
and other advances to employees. Under 
the National Credit Card Program, funds 
are received 24 hours after the charge trans- 
actions take place. This speeds the flow of 
funds into the Treasury to make them avail- 
able for debt reduction and to offset outlays 
from the Administrative Office. Credit- 
card payments also reduce the risks associ- 
ated with other forms of payment. For fiscal 
year 1992, credit-card charges averaged 
$21,000 a month. Costs for the transaction 


fees normally associated with a merchant 
credit-card program are absorbed by the Trea- 
sury contract. The result is that the courts 
receive 100 percent of all charged amounts. 
The only costs to the courts are equipment 
and related supplies. 


AWARD FOR 
EXCELLENCE 


Progress in judicial administration re- 
sults from a partnership among all members 
of the judicial family. To emphasize the 
importance of individual initiatives in im- 
proving court administration, Mr. Mecham 


established the Director's Award tor Ad- 
ministrative Excellence in 1989. This award 
honors federal judiciary employees for out- 
standing achievements in improving the 
administration of the federal judiciary. Since 
then, nine employees have received the 
award, including three in 1992. 

This past year, Mr. Mecham estab- 
lished the Director's Award for Outstanding 
Leadership to recognize managerial employ- 
ees who have made sustained long-term 
contributions to increase effectiveness or 
reduce costs in court administration. Six 
employees were selected to be the first re- 
cipients of this award. 


Director’s Award for Administrative 
Excellence 
1992 Recipients 


Ralph L. De Loach 
Clerk of Court 
District of Kansas 


Richard G. Heltzel 
Clerk of Court 
United States Bankruptcy Court 
for the Eastern District of California 


Richard J. Maher 
Supervising U.S. Probation Officer 
Northern District of Georgia 


Director’s Award for Outstanding 
Leadership 


1992 Recipients 


Rosalind Andrews 
Chiet U.S. Probation Officer 
Eastern District of Tennessee 
John Greacen 
Clerk of Court (former) 
Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 


Robert Heinemann 
Clerk of Court 
Eastern District of New York 
Michael Kunz 


Clerk of Court 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


J. Rich Leonard 
Clerk of Court (former) 
Eastern District of North Carolina 


Richard Weare 
Clerk of Court 
District of Arizona 
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PREFACE 


| am pleased to present the “1992 Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative 
Office of the U.S. Courts.” The following pages contain a detailed summary of the business of 
the federal courts. Highlights of the changes in the business of the courts are provided below and 
a brief summary of the workload indicators is provided on the following page. 

This year the format of the report has been re-designed with the intention of making it 
easier to read. As usual, we welcome any comments or suggestions you may have for improving 
the content and format of this report. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director 


WORKLOAD 
HIGHLIGHTS 


APPEALS 


Appeals filed in the 12 regional 
courts of appeals increased 
9 percent in 1992. 

Appeals of the Federal Circuit rose 
7 percent while pending appeals 
increased 17 percent. 

Criminal appeals rose 9 percent. 

Civil appeals rose 8 percent. 

Appeals from the decisions of 


Bankruptcy courts rose 28 percent. 


Appeals from decisions of 
administrative agencies rose 
13 percent. 

Pending appeals rose 8 percent in 1992. 


CIVIL 


Civil filing increased overall 
9 percent in 1992. 

Civil rights cases increased 
22 percent. 

Prisoner petitions increased 
14 percent. 

Labor law suits increased 10 percent. 
Contract actions (including recovery 
of defaulted student loans) rose 

9 percent. 
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B Civil cases pending dropped less than 
1 percent in 1992. 

CRIMINAL 

@ Criminal cases filed rose 3 percent in 
1992. 

@ Drug filings increased 7 percent. 

@ Weapons and firearms filings rose 
2 percent. 

@ Filings related to lending institution 
fraud increased 7 percent. 

®@ Pending criminal cases rose 11 
percent (37 percent of which are 
drug cases). 

BANKRUPTCY 

B® Bankruptcy filings increased 
6 percent in 1992. 

B® Non-business filings accounted for 
93 percent of all bankruptcy 
filings. Chapter 7 cases equal 
70 percent of all bankruptcy 
filings. 

B Adversary proceedings filed 
increased 19 percent. 

@ Bankruptcy cases pending rose 


7 percent. 
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Judicial Workload Indicators 


Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 
Percent 

Judicial Workload 1991 1992 Change 
U.S. Courts of Appeals (1) 

Cases Filed 43,027 47,013 9.3 

Cases Terminated 41,640 44,373 6.6 

Cases Pending 33,428 36,068 79 
U.S. District Courts 

Civil 

Cases Filed 210,890 230,509 9.3 

Cases Terminated 220,262 231 304 5.0 

Cases Pending 226,234 225,439 0.4 

Criminal (includes Transfers) 

Cases Filed 47,123 48,366 2.6 

Cases Terminated 43,073 44,147 2.5 

Cases Pending 39,562 43,781 10.7 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 

Cases Filed 918,988 977,478 6.4 

Cases Terminated 751,992 900,719 19.8 

Cases Pending 1,147,765 1,224,524 6.7 
Federal Probation System 

Persons Received (includes Transfers) 47,720 49,102 29 

Persons Removed (includes Transfers) 44,640 47 332 6.0 

Persons Under Supervision 83,012 85,920 3.5 
Pretrial Services 

Prebail 47,786 51,267 7.3 

Postbail 4,120 4275 3.8 

Other 682 612 -10.3 

No Report 2,066 1,944 5.9 

Total Pretrial Cases Activated 54,654 58,098 6.3 

Total Released on Supervision 22,185 24,013 82 
(1) Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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JUDICIAL 
BUSINESS 


Historically, the Judicial Business section of U.S. Courts OF APPEALS 
the Annual Report of the Director has 
reported on the workload of the federal Between September 1988 and Sep- 
courts for the 12 month period ending tember 1992, appeals filed in the 12 re- 
June 30 of each year. Beginning this year, gional courts of appeals increased 23 per- 
the Report covers the 12 month period cent, averaging a 5 percent increase per 


that ended September 30. This will make 

our reporting year compatible with the 

fiscal year (FY) of the federal government, os be ~~ + ae 
October | to September 30. By shifting 
court workload reporting to the fiscal year 
cycle , we simplify comparison to budgetary 
requirements, appropriations and 
forecasts. Data have been recalculated so 
that historical text tables contain fiscal 
year data, whenever possible. Unless 
otherwise noted, references to 1991 data 
in the text are to fiscal year 1991, which 
ended September 30, 1991. 

Where historical data could not be 
recalculated to show only fiscal year data, 
text tables have been adjusted to show the 
three months of data (July, August and 
September 1991) that are a transition 
quarter between the 12 month period 
ending June 30, 1991 and the beginning UREA nee 
of fiscal year 1992 on October 1, 1991. 


Text describing these tables will compare year. At the close of September 1992, the 

the year ending June 30, 1991 to the year total number of appeals filed had increased 

ending September 30, 1992. from 43,027 in 1991 to 47,013 in 1992, up 
a 


9 percent. Each of the 12 re- 
gional courts reported an increase 
in appeals filed in 1992. The 
largest percentage increases in 
appeals filed were reported in the 
First and Second Circuits, where 
filings rose by 19 and 18 percent, 
respectively. The Sixth, Ninth, 


and Eleventh Circuits each re- — 
ported a 10 percent increase in 
appeals filed. Filings per autho- — 
rized three-judge-panel increased — 
from 768 in 1991 to 840in 1992, 19%" 
1992 


Summary data on activity in the 
courts of appeals are contained in 


Tables 1 and 2. Detailed data for 


Table 1 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
Fiscal Years 
1988 through 1992 
Filed 
Cases 
Authorized per 
Judgeships Number Panel Terminated Pending 
156 38,239 737 36,213 28,273 
156 39,900 768 37,509 30,614 
156 40,858 786 38,790 32,299 
167 43,027 768 41,640 33,428 
167 47,013 840 44,373 36,068 


Note: Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


each of the courts of appeals are 
provided in the B series of the Appendix 
tables. 

Criminal appeals increased from 
10,249 filings in 1991 to 11,215 filings in 
1992, up 9 percent. Civil appeals from the 
district courts increased 8 percent in 1992, 
while appeals from the decisions of the 
bankruptcy courts rose 28 percent. The 
largest increase in bankruptcy ap- 
peals was in the Fourth Circuit, 


appeals filed this year, 2,534 (23 percent) 
were appeals of a sentence only. A total of 
5,098 (45 percent) were appeals of both 
sentence and conviction. 

Following the implementation of the 
Sentencing Guidelines in November 1987, 
there were significant increases in criminal 
appeals. Between September 1988 and Sep- 
tember 1989, criminal appeals rose by more 


where filings were 3 times higher 
than in 1991 (103 filings in 1991 
compared to 361 in 1992). The 
Ninth Circuit also had a 28 per- 
cent increase in bankruptcy ap- 


ed j Percent 
, als fro 
peals filed in 1992 Appeals from — _ _ ; 
the decisions of administrative 
7" Total 43,027 47,013 9.3 
agencies increased 13 percent in 
1992 with the largest increases in —_ yg, pistrict Courts 
the Sixth and Ninth Circuits, u 
e Sixth and ’ P Criminal 10,249 11,215 9.4 
87 and 59 cases, respectively. 
ivil - Total 
The 9 percent increase in a — — ad 
to the changing size and nature of U.S. Civil 4,370 4,562 4.4 
the criminal caseload in the dis- Praia Cit 10.791 13.910 93 
trict courts and changes due to 
the Sentencing Guidelines. The — ther Appeals 
authorizing legislation for the Bankruptcy 1,277 1,637 28.2 
Guidelines provided for appeals Administrative Agency 2.650 9.096 ee 
of sentences imposed in the U.S. 
Original Proceedings 609 598 -1.8 


district courts. Before that time, 
only convictions could be ap- 


pealed. Of the 11,215 criminal 


Note: Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
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Table 2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 


Source of Appeals 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 


than 31 percent (see Table 3). After 1989, 
criminal appeals continued to increase but 
at a slower rate. During the period between 
September 1989 and September 1992, crimi- 
nal appeals increased at an average rate of 
10 percent per year. Appeals of Non-Guide- 
lines cases have shown the opposite trend 
and have decreased at an overall average of 
19 percent over the past 3 years. These 
decreases have occurred because the num- 
ber of pre-guidelines defendants sentenced 
continues to decline each year. 

Appeals related to drug offenses rose 4 
percent from 5,700 in 1991 to 5,936 in 
1992. Drug-related cases have been the 
second major influence in the recent growth 
of the criminal workload of the courts of 
appeals. Mandatory minimum sentences 
for drug convictions have swelled the ranks 
of potential appellants. Appeals of drug- 
related cases were 53 percent of all criminal 
appeals filed. 

During the year, the courts of appeals 
disposed of 44,373 cases, an increase of 7 
percent from 1991. Eleven of the 12 re- 
gional courts of appeals reported an increase 


in terminations in 1992. The largest per- 
centage increases were reported in the Sev- 
enth and Ninth Circuits, where termina- 
tions increased 18 percent. Only the Sixth 
Circuit reported a decrease in terminations, 
falling 12 percent. Nationally, criminal 
appeals accounted for 23 percent of all ter- 
minations. Cases terminated on the merits 
increased 3 percent from 23,021 in 1991 to 
23,597 in 1992 and accounted for 53 per- 
cent of all appeals terminated in 1992. The 
proportion of cases terminated on the mer- 
its after oral hearing was 23 percent in 1992. 

Of the 23,597 appeals terminated on 
the merits, a total of 10,362 (44 percent) 
were terminated after oral hearing. The 
remaining 13,235 appeals (56 percent) were 
decided after submission on briefs. Nation- 
ally, 23 percent of all appeals were termi- 
nated after oral hearing and 30 percent were 
terminated after submission on briefs. (See 
Supplemental Table S-1 for more data on 
appeals terminated on the merits in the 
courts of appeals. ) 

Data on judge participation in appeals 
terminated on the merits are provided in 


Table 3 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Criminal Appeals Filed Under 
the Sentencing Guidelines 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 


Criminal Appeals By Type 


Total 

Criminal — Total Non- Total Sentence 

Appeals Guidelines Guidelines and 
Year Filed Appeals Appeals Sentence Conviction Conviction Other** 
1988° 6,412 5450 962 368 438 131 25 
1989 8,403 3,122 5,281 1,380 2,432 709 760 
1990 9,655 2,046 7,609 1,835 3,937 1,165 672 
1991 10,249 1,682 8,567 2,192 4 583 1,625 167 
1992 11,215 1,618 9,597 2,534 5,098 1,566 399 
Note: Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


. Under the Sentencing Guidelines, data was first collected in 1988. 


of appeal was not identified at the time of filing. 


Includes cases which have been appealed under the Sentencing Guidelines, 


but the appropnate type 
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Supplemental Table S-2. Appeals which are 
to be decided on the merits after oral hear- 
ing or after submission on briefs must be 
disposed of by a panel of three judges. The 
involvement by each individual judge from 
a panel constitutes a single case participa- 
tion. Inasituation where three judges sit on 
a panel to dispose of a case, three case 
participations would be recorded. Of the 
71,759 case participations reported this year, 
80 percent were recorded by resident active 
circuit judges and 13 percent were by resi- 
dent senior judges. The remaining case 
participations were by visiting judges. Se- 
nior judges remain an important resource in 
meeting appellate caseload demands. 
Eighty-eight percent of all opinions 
disposing of cases on the merits were rea- 
soned opinions. Reasoned opinions ex- 
pound on the law as applied to the facts of 
the case and explain the rationale upon 
which the final judgment is based. Included 
in this total are signed opinions which ac- 
counted for 39 percent of all opinions. 
Supplemental Table S-3 provides a summary, 
by circuit, of the types of opinions or orders 
filed in cases terminated during 1992. 
Appeals terminated procedurally in- 
creased from 14,971 in 1991 to 16,769 in 
1992. 


increased from 5,481 to 6,122. Procedural 


Procedural terminations by judges 


terminations by court staff rose from 9,391 
in 1991 to 10,647 in 1992. (See Appendix 
Table B-5A for additional information on 
appeals terminated on procedural grounds 
rather than on the merits of the case). 
Typical examples of the reasons why some 
cases are disposed of procedurally include 
situations where the court does not have 
jurisdiction, the appellant fails to prosecute 
the case, or the case is moved to another 
court of appeals. 

Despite large increases in appeals ter- 
minated, filings significantly outnumbered 
terminations, resulting in an increase in 
appeals pending in the U.S. courts of ap- 
peals. The number of cases pending in- 
creased 8 percent from 33,428 in 1991 to 
36,068 in 1992. 


increase was in pending criminal appeals 


The greatest numerical 


(1,127 cases). Fifty-seven percent of the 
pending criminal appeals in 1992 were drug- 
related, down slightly from 59 percent in 
1991. Pending administrative agency ap- 
peals increased 13 percent. 


Cases Under Submission 


Judges of the courts of appeals and the 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 
reported 908 cases under submission over 
90 days on September 30, 1992. This figure 
is 9 percent below (103 cases) the number 
reported one year ago. Cases awaiting addi- 
tional memoranda, briefs, or an opinion in 
another case are not included in these to- 
tals. Included are cases in which the pro- 
posed opinion is being circulated to panel 
members for comment, or a concurring or 
dissenting opinion is being written. In 
contrast to other circuits, in the last two 
years, the Third Circuit has had no cases 
under submission for more than one year. 

The Ninth Circuit had the largest 
number of cases under submission with 166. 
Six of the courts reported an increase in the 
number of cases held under submission at 
the end of September 1992 compared to the 
previous year. Table 4 provides additional 
information on appeals under submission 
for 1991 and 1992. 


U.S. Court OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FEDERAL 
CIRCUIT 


Filings in the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit rose to 1,702 cases in 
fiscal year 1992, a 7 percent increase, up 
from 1,595 cases filed in 1991. The Court of 
Veterans Appeals was established in Sep- 
rember 1989 and the Federal Circuit was 
given exclusive authority to review its deci- 
sions as well as the rulemaking by the Sec- 
Since 1989, 


cases from the Court of Veterans Appeals to 


retary of Veterans Affairs. 


the Federal Circuit have increased steadily. 


This year, 88 cases were from the Court of 


Veterans Appeals, compared to 56 cases 


1", 


Circuit 1991 
Total 1,011 
Federal 44 
District of Columbia 28 
First 10 
Second 25 
Third 25 
Fourth 125 
Fifth 47 
Sixth 55 
Seventh 164 
Eighth 92 
Ninth 165 
Tenth 97 
Eleventh 134 
Temporary Emergency 

Court of Appeals - 


Table 4 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Under Submission More than Three Months 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 


Total 


1992 Months Under Submission 

3-6 6-9 9-12 Over 12 
522 204 86 96 
45 20 9 11 
1 : : 1 
32 1 1 1 
32 13 - 2 
19 9 2 - 
52 7 12 2 
38 21 5 3 
13 15 3 8 
86 36 10 7 
60 5 7 2 
93 41 17 15 
12 23 9 21 
39 13 11 23 


filed in the previous year (an increase of 57 
percent). Cases from the Department of 
Veterans Affairs dropped to 17 (down 76 
percent) as a result of that department’s 
change in prosecuting procedures. 

Appeals from the Merit Systems Pro- 
tection Board still represent nearly half (46 
percent) of the Federal Circuit’s caseload. 
Appeals from the U.S. district courts in- 
creased this year (up 47 cases, or 18 percent). 

During the year, the court disposed of 
1,563 appeals, 8 percent more than the 
1,443 cases closed in 1991. The appeals 
terminated by judges accounted for 61 per- 
cent of the total terminations, unchanged 
in comparison to 1991. Because more cases 
were filed than terminated this year, the 


pending caseload increased 17 percent to 
978 on September 30, 1992. Appendix Table 
B-8 contains summary data on the activity 


of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 


Circuit. 


U.S. District COURTS 


Civil Workload 


Reversing a declining trend begun in 
1988, new civil cases filed in the U.S. dis- 
trict courts increased 9 percent in 1992 to 
230,509. Filings per authorized judgeship 
increased from 325 in 1991 to 355 this year, 
as a result of the overall increase in civil 
filings. Increases in civil rights cases (up 22 


ini 
17, 


prisoner petitions was primarily in the area 


United States District Courts 


Civil Filings 1982 - 1992 of prisoner civil rights, which rose 16 per- 


cent. Civil filings in suits related to labor 
laws increased in all areas, with major in- 
creases in cases filed under the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA) 
and the Fair Labor Standards Act. The rise 
in contract actions was almost entirely due 
to a 43 percent increase in filings related to 
the recovery of overpayments and enforce- 
ment of judgments, which includes recov- 
ery of defaulted student loans. 

In 1992, the Department of Justice 
prosecuted more cases referred by the De- 


partment of Education to recover defaulted 
student loans. Higher levels of unemploy- 
ment and fewer benefit programs have con- 
tributed to more defaults on student loans. 


‘ Student loan cases nearly doubled, from 


6,344 cases in 1991 to 11,711 in 1992. 


percent), prisoner petitions (up 14 percent), 
labor law suits (up 10 percent) and contract 
actions (up 9 percent) were key contribut- 
ing factors in the overall increase in civil 
filings. 

The increase in civil rights cases was 
fueled by a 29 percent increase in filings 
related toemployment, which may be partly 
attributed to the Civil Rights Act of 1991. 
This legislation, which amended the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964, provided further clari- 
fication of the prohibition against imper- 
missible employment practices. The rise in 


Tables 5 and 6 provide summary data on 
the civil workload since 1988. The C series 
of Appendix Tables contain more detailed 
data on the civil workload for each U.S. 
district court. Additional summary data are 
provided in Appendix Tables T-1 (trials), 
T-2 (trials), X-4, X-5 and Supplemental 
Tables S-4 through S-8. 

Suits filed against the United States to 
overturn denial of Social Security benefits 
increased 5 percent during the past year. 
Over the last ten years, the numbers of 
Social Security and recovery of overpay- 


Table 5 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 
Cases Filed 
Recovery 
and 
Cases Enforce- Social All 
Authorized Per ment Security Other Ter- 

Year Judgeships Total Judgeship Cases Cases Cases minated Pending 
1988 575 240,708 419 18,488 13,762 208,458 239,967 245 594 
1989 575 225,811 394 14,617 9,388 201 806 227,930 239,513 
1990 575 219,051 381 9,394 6,901 202,756 215,726 24? 808 
1991 649 210,890 325 11,188 8,491 191,211 220,262 226,234 


1992 649 230,509 355 16,006 8,958 205,545 231,304 225,439 
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Table 6 


U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed by Jurisdiction 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 
U.S. Cases Private Cases 
Diversity of 
Federal Citizen- Local 
Year Total Plaintiff Defendant Question ship Jurisdiction 
1988 240,708 37,729 30,084 103,278 69,062 513 
1989 225,811 33,778 25,661 103,311 62,422 668 
1990 219,051 30,471 24,740 105,289 57,974 578 
1991 210,890 30,684 25,414 104,829 49,325 838 
1992 230,509 35,453 27,147 118,180 49,432 297 
%Change"* 9.3 15.5 6.8 12.7 0.2 -64.6 


* Percent Change 1992 over 1991. 


ments cases have fluctuated widely and have 
controlled the trend in the total number of 
civil filings. Exclusive of recovery and So- 
cial Security cases, civil filings in 1992 
increased 7 percent, up from 191,211 in 
1991 to 205,545 this year. 

Civil filings involving the United 
States increased 12 percent to 62,600 cases 
in 1992. US. plaintiff cases increased 16 
percent to 35,453 filings because of in- 
creases in contract actions, primarily stu- 
dent loan cases. The increase in student 
loan cases (where cases more than doubled 
in the Second, Fourth, Sixth, and Ninth 
Circuits) resulted from several factors. 
The Department of Education (DOEd) 
has pursued delinquent student loan cases 
more aggressively in recent years; an ad- 
ditional factor this year in the increase in 
student loan cases was Public Law 102-26 
(enacted April 9, 1991). This legislation 
eliminated all statute of limitation provi- 
sions for student loan cases filed before 


November 15, 1992. After enactment of 


Public Law 102-26, student loan cases in- 
creased dramatically as DOEd filed cases 
involving older delinquent loans. The 
deadline of November 15, 1992 for filing 
these statute of limitation cases has been 
rescinded; as a result, student loan cases 
are likely to remain at higher levels next 
year as DOEd continues to pursue older 
delinquent loans. 

However, other legislation (Public 
Law 102-164), enacted November 15, 1991, 
is likely to cause student loan cases to de- 
crease in future years. Public Law 102-164 
authorizes the collection of delinquent 
student loans through wage garnishment. 
DOEd is planning to apply these wage gar- 
nishment provisions to a small group of 
delinquent loan cases next year; if this 
pilot project is successful, the Department 
anticipates full implementation of the 
wage garnishment provisions in fiscal 
year 1995. The number of student loan 
cases filed in U.S. district court may dras- 
tically decrease as a result. 


' gt. « 
( 


Recovery of overpayments of veter- 
ans’ benefits continued to decrease, declin- 
ing 11 percent in 1992. In recent years, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) has 
sought to recover overpayment of benefits 
through administrative actions in lieu of 
filing suit in district court, particularly where 
the overpayment was less than $500. The 
VA also has standing agreements with the 
IRS to reduce income tax refunds to recover 
overpayment of veterans’ benefits. 

Cases filed against the United States 
in 1992 increased 7 percent, rising from 
25,414 in 1991 to 27,147. Civil rights (up 
15 percent), federal prisoner petitions (up 
11 percent), and social security cases (up 5 
percent) contributed to this growth. The 
rise in federal prisoner petitions was marked 
by an 18 percent jump in motions to vacate 
sentence. The overall increase in social 
security filings resulted from a 19 percent 
increase in supplemental security income 
cases. Over the past few years, the Social 
Security Administration has increased the 
number of benefit claims processed by their 
Appeals Councils. Claims denied by the 
Appeals Councils, a proportion of which 
result in district court filings, have increased. 

Among private cases, federal question 
litigation increased for the first time in two 
years, rising 13 percent in 1992. The most 
significant changes in private civil filings 
were in state prisoner petitions (up 15 per- 
cent), civil rights (up 24 percent), and labor 
laws (up 11 percent). Diversity of citizen- 
ship cases (49,432) increased slightly (107 
cases) for the first time since legislation 
implemented in May 1989 increased the 
amount required for federal jurisdiction in 
these cases from $10,000 to $50,000. Ac- 
tion by the Judicial Panel on Multi- District 
Litigation has also had a stabilizing effect on 
the diversity caseload through its July 1991 
transter of pending asbestos cases to the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. Potential 
plaintiffs are delaying filing new ashestos- 
related cases while awaiting the outcome of 
settlement discussions. 

Civil cases terminated in the U.S. 


district courts increased 5 percent in 1992 


to 231,304 cases, primarily due to recovery 
actions (up 9,070 cases). The median time 
from filing to disposition for civil cases 
(excluding land condemnation cases, pris- 
oner petitions, and deportation reviews) 
decreased by one month to eight months. 
In 1992, the median time from filing to 
disposition was 6 months (down | month) 
for U.S. cases, 8 months (down | month) for 
federal question cases, and 1 1 months (down 
2 months) for diversity cases. The 1992 
increase in recovery cases, which are quickly 
processed by the courts, coupled with the 
increased nationwide emphasis on settling 
civil cases expeditiously as a result of the 
Civil Justice Reform Act of 1990, has had 
an impact on the overall decreases in me- 
dian times. In addition, it now appears that 
median times have returned to prior levels 
after showing increases during 1991, as a 
result of the transfer of asbestos cases (many 
of which had been pending for several years) 
to the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

In 1992, terminations were only 
slightly higher than filings, resulting in pend- 
ing cases (exclusive of asbestos cases trans- 
ferred to the Eastern District of Pennsylva- 
nia) remaining stable at 225,439. The num- 
ber of civil cases pending for 3 years or more 
(excluding land condemnation cases) de- 
creased 19 percent to 17,040 cases, prima- 
rily due to a 27 percent decrease in tort 


actions. 


Arbitration 


Public Law 100-702 created the court- 
annexed arbitration program in May 1989 
to serve as a means of settling civil disputes 
without resorting to trial. Cases can be 
referred to arbitration if both parties con- 
sent (voluntary referral), or the court can 
require arbitration in cases where money 
damages sought are $100,000 or less (man- 
datory referral). The decision of the arbitra- 
tor is not binding and parties can file for a 
trial within 30 days after the ruling; the case 
is then treated as though it never went 
through arbitration. The following 10 dis- 
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trict courts have been authorized to use 
both voluntary and mandatory arbitration: 
California, Northern; Florida, Middle; 
Michigan, Western; Missouri, Western; 
New Jersey; New York, Eastern; North Caro- 
lina, Middle; Oklahoma, Western; Penn- 
sylvania, Eastern; and Texas, Western. Ten 
additional districts are authorized to use 
arbitration, but these districts are limited to 
voluntary arbitration. 

During 1992, a total of 7,127 cases 
were referred to arbitration in the 10 par- 
ticipating districts, up 61 percent (or 2,708 
cases) over 1991 totals. These cases made 
up 17 percent of the total civil filings in 
these courts in 1992. Civil cases referred to 
arbitration ranged from a low of less than 1 
percent in Missouri, Western to a high of 47 
percent in New York, Eastern. While it 
appears that New York, Eastern experienced 
an astronomical rise in arbitration cases 
reported (up 2,757 cases), it is solely be- 
cause most cases were not being identified 
as arbitration cases until 1992. Other than 
New York, Eastern, the only district show- 
ing a significant increase in arbitration cases 
was New Jersey (up 420 cases). As in 1991, 


the majority of cases referred to arbitration 
were personal injury suits (primarily motor 
vehicle cases), contract actions, labor suits, 
and civil rights actions. The most substan 
tial decrease in the number of arbitration 
cases filed was in Pennsylvania, Eastern 
(down 349 cases). 

A total of 5,305 arbitration cases were 
terminated in 1992, up 40 percent from last 
year. The number of arbitration cases pend 
ing in these 10 courts increased 43 percent 
from 4,225 in 1991 to 6,050 as of September 
30, 1992. Table 7 shows a summary of the 
cases filed, terminated, and pending in the 
ten districts authorized to use both volun 
tary and mandatory arbitration. 


Criminal Workload 


During the past 12 months, criminal 
filings continued the long growth trend that 
started in 1981. The number of criminal 
cases rose 3 percent to 48,366, the same 
percentage growth as the number of crimi- 
nal defendants, which now stands at 68,668. 
Filings per authorized judgeship, which had 
declined significantly in 1991 with the ad- 


Table 7 


U.S. District Courts 
Arbitration Cases Filed, Terminated and Pending by District 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 


Arbitration Cases Arbitration Cases 
Cwil Cases Filed Arbitration Cases Filed Terminated Pending 
% Chg. 
District 1991 1992 1991 1992 92/91 1991 1992 1991 1992 
New York, Eastern 4.983 6.139 99 2.856 27848 112 595 132 2,393 
New Jersey 5,763 5,692 1,325 1,745 31.7 1,163 1,575 1,332 1,502 
Penneyivania, Eastern 4 164 8,150 1,537 1,188 22.7 1077 1,482 1,019 723 
North Carolina, Middle 644 771 44 83 88.6 54 4) 42 80 
Texas, Western 2.685 2,789 14 149 101.4 94 130 112 3 
Michigan, Western 1,707 1,619 61 36 41.0 83 51 73 58 
Missouri, Western 2,338 2,504 100 21 79.0 43 82 104 
Calfomia, Northem = 5 167 6,062 643 640 04 619 635 613 620 
Oklahoma, Westem = 2.14 2,442 196 139 29.0 189 115 159 p 
Flonda, Middle 4,362 4,861 340 270 20.6 358 599 639 
Total 37,827 41,029 4,419 7,127 61.3 3,792 5,305 4225 6,050 


United States District Courts 
Criminal Filings 1982 - 1992 
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dition of 74 new judgeships, went up slightly 
in 1992, from 73 to 75. Criminal cases 
terminated grew at almost the same rate as 
filings (up over 2 percent), but the number 
of pending cases still increased 11 percent 
over the previous year, as the number of 
filings was 4,219 more than the number of 
terminations. Table 8 summarizes the num- 
ber of criminal cases filed, terminated, and 
pending for 1988 through 1992. The D 
series of Appendix tables contain more de- 
tailed data by district on the criminal case- 
load. 

The source of the modest growth in 
criminal filings was concentrated in several 
areas: bank robbery, bank fraud, larceny and 
theft, drugs, and weapons and firearms. Last 
year’s large drop in drunk driving and traffic 
offenses was not repeated, but the number 
of filings in this category did not return to 
1990 levels. 

Drug filings grew 7 percent in 1992, 
with California, Southern, replacing Texas, 
Southern, as the district with the greatest 
number of drug offense filings in the nation. 
Drug cases in Texas, Southern, declined for 
the second year in a row, falling from 819 to 
726, as the U.S. Attorney’s office in that 
district continued to emphasize the pros- 
ecution of large-scale drug operations. 
However, this drop was more than offset by 


the growth in filings from 572 in 1991 to 
1,030 in 1992 in California, Southern. This 
80 percent increase resulted from the addi- 
tion of more U.S. attorneys in the district, 
more border patrol personnel making ar- 
rests, and a growth in interceptions of cross 
border shipments of marijuana. 

The multi-defendant nature of drug 
cases is seen in the ratio of defendants to 
cases, which stands at 1.95, virtually the 
same as in 1991 and considerably above the 
national average (1.4) for all offenses. In- 
terestingly, for drug offenses the ratio of 
defendants per case is lower than the na- 
tional average in Texas, Southern (1.75), 
and in California, Southern (1.5). The 
cause of this anomaly is that both districts 
are border areas for drug smuggling. Much 
of the criminal network responsible for the 
operation remains in Mexico, immune from 
arrest; the opportunity for a large number of 
drug arrests and multiple indictments is 
limited. U.S. law enforcement officials 
often capture single drug couriers, who are 
usually illegal aliens trying to pay off “coy- 
otes” who guide them across the border. 

The burden of the drug war has been so 
great in California, Southern, that indi- 
viduals arrested with less than 50 pounds of 
marijuana are only charged with a misde- 
meanor. This policy is reflected in the 
percent of drug cases that are felonies: 82 
percent in the Southern District of Califor- 
nia versus 93 percent nationally. Some 
officials fear that the recently signed but as 
yet unratified North American Free Trade 
Agreement, by opening the border with 
Mexico, will accelerate the already high 
level of drug smuggling. 

Controlled substances exhibited the 
greatest numerical and percentage growth 
of any drug category in 1992, but this growth 
was not enough to boost the total criminal 
workload attributable todrugs, which slipped 
to 25 percent, down from 26 percent in 
1990 and 1991. Although not increasing at 
the same rate as in past years, weapons and 
firearms filings grew 2 percent to 3,917 cases 
in 1992. Filings in this category had shown 
significant increases in the past three years 
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Table 8 


U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
(includes transfers) 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 
Filed 
Authorized Cases Per 

Year Judgeships Total Judgeship Drugs’ Terminated Pending 
1988 575 43,607 76 10,603 41,878 28,776 
1989 575 45,792 80 12,342 42,933 32,666 
1990 575 46,568 81 11,547 43,296 35,308 
1991 649 47,123 73 11,954 43,073 39,562 
1992 649 48,366 75 12,833 44,147 43,781 
%Chg, 1992 
over 1991 2.6 2.7 7.4 2.5 10.7 


* Excludes transfers 


following passage of the Crime Control Act 
of 1990 and the inception of Operation 
Triggerlock in 1991, a Justice Department 
initiative to bring weapons charges against 
all defendants who use guns in the commis- 
sion of criminal acts, particularly drug deal- 
ing. Lending institution fraud went up 7 
percent from 1,359 to 1,448 cases, reflect- 
ing DO] prosecution of criminal activity in 
the financial industry. 

Immigration filings went down 4 per- 
cent, the second yearly decrease in a row. 
Several districts (California, Southern; 
Texas, Southern; Texas, Western; and Ari- 
zona) account for almost half of all viola- 
tions of immigration laws because of the 
shared border with Mexico. Collectively, 
they had a 9 percent drop in immigration 
cases in 1992. Prosecutions of income tax 
fraud dropped 5 percent and now stand at 
879 cases. This is the fifth consecutive year 
that income tax fraud cases have fallen, 
indicating an attenuated enforcement ef: 
fort. They peaked in 1987 at 1,259 cases. 

Criminal case dispositions increased 2 
percent from 43,073 to 44,147 andthe num- 
ber of criminal defendants whose cases were 
terminated stood at 62,470, up 5 percent 
from 59,685 in 1991. Table 9 shows the 


number of defendants convicted rose 7 per- 


66 


cent to 50,260, and now constitute 84 per- 
cent of all dispositions compared to 82 per- 
cent in 1991. Most convictions followed 
guilty pleas, which increased 8 percent in 
1992 to 44,154. Convictions after court 
trial declined 9 percent from 634 to 578, 
and convictions after jury trial were virtu- 
ally the same as in 1991, growing only | 
percent to 5,052. Defendants not con- 
victed fell 9 percent, reflecting a 10 percent 
decline in dismissals, which make up the 
large majority of defendants not convicted. 

Acquittals after court trial dropped 10 
percent, although acquittals after jury trial 
did not change. The decline in both acquit- 
tals and convictions after court trials results 
from the 11 percent drop in drunk driving 
and traffic defendants who make up over 
half of all defendants going to court trial. 
Most of these defendants are military per- 
sonnel and the decline in these offenses 
probably reflects the ongoing personnel re- 
ductions in the U.S. military. 

The pending caseload rose 11 percent, 
slightly less than last year’s 12 percent in- 
crease. Drug cases now make up 37 percent 
of the pending caseload, more than any 
other offense and a considerably greater 
share than the 27 percent of filings that they 
constitute. Drug cases make up the same 


vf; 


res 


Table 9 
U.S. District Courts 


Criminal Defendants Convicted 
and Not Convicted During 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 


1991 1992 

Total Defendants 57,379 59,644 
Total Not Convicted 10,298 9,384 
Percent of Total 18% 16% 
Dismissed 8,618 7,769 
Acquitted by Court 623 560 
Acquitted by Jury 1,057 1,055 
Total Convicted 47,081 50,260 
Percent of Total 82% 84% 
By Plea of Guilty 40,899 44,154 
Nolo Contendere 542 476 
By Court 634 578 
By Jury 5,006 5,052 


this increase was attributable to 
longer times being reported for 
the period from conviction to 
imposition of sentence, but in 
1992 the percentage of defen- 
dants sentenced in 45 days or 


Percent 
Change _ less increased. When only felony 
39 defendants are considered, the 
median time from filing an in- 
o dictment to disposition rises to 
o 5.9 months. The drug caseload 
‘99 accentuates this difference as a 
higher percentage of drug cases 
“10.1 are felonies and the median time 
..2  fromfiling todisposition for drug 
defendants was 6.7 months in 
1992. The longer time for drug 
6.8 defendants is partially due to the 
“ interrelated nature of some drug 
cases. As part of a plea bargain 
80 swith prosecutors, defendants will 
“12.2 give testimony against a defen- 
gg _: dant in another case. Until this 
testimony is assured, U.S. attor- 

0.9 


neys will continue the case of 


percentage of the pending caseload as in 
1991 and a greater percentage than the 32 
percent share in 1987. The numbers reflect 
the complexity of multi-defendant drug cases 
and the greater likelihood that drug defen- 
dants will become fugitives. The pending 
caseload grew in almost all other criminal 
categories as well, with robbery, fraud, weap- 
ons and firearms, and traffic violations hav- 
ing the greatest increases. The number of 
criminal defendants involved in these pend- 
ing cases was 65,624, an increase of 10 
percent from 1991. 


CASE DISPOSITION TIMES 
AND SPEEDY TRIAL 
(COMPLIANCE 


The median time from the filing of an 
indictment to disposition for defendants 
was 5.0months in 1992. In 1991, this figure 
was 4.8 months and in 1985 it was only 3.0 


months. For the past several years, part of 


the defendant who entered into 
the plea bargain. Scheduling complexity 
induced by these circumstances can lead to 
further delays. Asa result, the median time 
from filing to disposition of defendants in 
dismissed drug cases was 5.7 months com- 
pared to 3.8 months for all defendants. For 
defendants pleading guilty, the median dis- 
position time was 6.6 months for drug de- 
fendants compared to 4.9 for all defendants. 
Median disposition times for both drug de- 
fendants who plead guilty and whose cases 
were dismissed have increased in 1992 from 
1991. Appendix Table D-6 displays median 
time intervals from filing to disposition of 
criminal defendants during the past year. 
The Speedy Trial Act of 1974, as 
amended, mandates that defendants be in- 
dicted within 30 days of their arrest (Inter- 
val |), and brought to trial within 70 days 
(Interval I1), not counting delays granted 
by the court. If the government does not 
proceed within these time limits, the defen- 
dant can request dismissal of the case. Such 
dismissal may be with prejudice, meaning 


that the government cannot refile 
in the same case, or without preju- 
dice, signifying that the charges 
may be brought against the de- 
fendant another time. Of 14,341 


Table 10 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(h)* 


1 ** 
defendants for whom Interval | = 
applied in 1992, 94 percent were —- — 
indicted within 30 days. Ninety- 
— — “ = tres | de- District wP = =Ww/O wiP «W/O 
endants for whom Interval II ap- 
‘ ine P District of Columbia : , 1 
plied went to trial within 70 days. | 
(See Appendix TableD-11.) These Maine 7 
high rates of compliance are con- Pennsylvania, Western . . 1 
sistent with previous years. Texas, Northern . 1 
with defendants whose cases were Ohio, Northern ; ; ' 
dismissed during the past 15 i ’ 
months because the local U.S. —= - , : 
attorneys did not meet the time Missouri, Eastern 4 . , 
constraints of the Speedy Trial Hawaii . ° 1 
Act. This year, 13 districts re- Kansas . . 1 
ported such cases, resulting in the raw Nantes , ° 5 
dismissal of 37 defendants, 5 with 
—_—* Utah e 1 1 
prejudice. : 
Interval III in the process- a Cae : ' . 
Total 0 4 5 28 


ing of each criminal case is the 
time between conviction and sen- 
tencing. The Speedy Trial Act 
does not sanction this interval, 
but the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Criminal Law and 
Probation Administration has 


W/P = With Prejudice 


W/O = Without Prejudice 


"The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 as amended 


**The 15 month period from July 1, 1991 through 
September 30, 1992 


recommended a 45-day time limit 

for sentencing. Appendix Table D-12 pro- 
vides the median time from conviction to 
sentence by district for defendants con- 
victed during the past year, and the number 
sentenced within 45 days. Over the past 
decade the number of defendants sentenced 
within 45 days had steadily fallen from a 
high of 73 percent in 1982 to 27 percent in 
1991. In 1992, this long term trend was 
reversed and 18,689 of 50,523 convicted 
defendants (37 percent) were sentenced 
within 45 days. This increase was largely 
because several courts with very large case- 
loads (New York, Eastern; New York, South- 
em; Texas, Southern; Illinois, Northern; 
and all four districts in California) dramati- 
cally boosted the percentage of their defen- 
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dants sentenced within the recommended 
time period. 

Despite this positive change, the me- 
dian time from conviction to sentence 
for defendants sentenced more than 45 
days after their conviction continued to 
lengthen. This figure stood at 45 days in 
1987 and is now 88 days. The source of the 
growth may be the Sentencing Reform 
Act of 1984, which allows defendants to 
challenge their presentence reports at the 
sentencing hearing by presenting evi- 
dence to refute certain statements con- 
cerning their prior record or the circum- 
stances of their offense. As a result, proba- 
tion officers spend more time on 
presentence reports and judges more time 


ae 


on additional hearings, with attendant 


scheduling problems. 


SAVINGS AND LOAN CRISIS 


In the past 5 years, large numbers of 
financial institutions throughout the coun- 
try have failed and in doing so have engen- 
dered criminal, civil, and bankruptcy cases 
in federal courts. The Crime Control Act of 
1990 requires that the Administrative Of- 
fice report to Congress “... the business 
imposed on the federal courts by the savings 
and loan crisis”. This is the second year the 
AO has reported on the impact and the first 
in which a year to year comparison can be 
made. However, last year’s conclusion re- 
mains valid. Some district courts, such as 
those in Florida and Texas, have seen case- 
loads increase appreciably as a result of 
problems facing the thrift industry, but the 
total effect has not been significant on the 
national level, even when related problems 
in the banking industry are included. 


CRIMINAL CASELOAD, 
S&L 


Virtually all criminal cases in federal 
courts originating from the Savings and 
Loan (S & L) crisis are brought by the U.S. 
attorney's office in the district where the 
U.S. 


initiated 256 “major case” criminal indict- 


alleged offense occurred. attorneys 
ments stemming from S&L failures in dis- 
trict courts in 1992. This represents a 10 
percent increase over the previous year’s 
232 cases. Major cases are defined as those 
where (a) the amount of fraud or loss was 
$100,000 or more, or (b) the defendant was 
an officer, director, or owner, of the institu- 
tion, or (c) the schemes involved multiple 
borrowers in the same institution, or (d) the 
case involved other major factors. These 
cases constitute less than one percent (0.5 
percent) ot all criminal case filings in both 
1991 and 1992. When major cases originat- 


ing from banks and credit unions are in- 
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cluded, the number of indictments increases 
to 882 and represents 1.9 percent of all 
criminal cases initiated by indictment, vir- 
tually the same as in 1991 when the compa- 
rable figures were 809 and 1.8 percent. Only 
when individual districts are examined do 
the number of S&L related cases loom any 
larger and even then they are dwarfed by 
other types of cases such as drug filings. 

Five districts, the Central District of 
California, the Middle District of Florida, 
the District of New Jersey, and the North- 
ern and Southern Districts of Texas ac- 
counted for 43 percent of all Savings and 
Loan criminal defendants in the country in 
1992 and 39 percent of all S&L cases. The 
Northern District of Texas led the nation in 
the number of cases filed (37) in 1992, the 
number of defendants (58) filed in 1992, 
and the greatest growth in both cases and 
defendants from 1991 to 1992. A member 
of the U.S. Attorney's task force in the 
Northern District of Texas indicated that 
although the criminal activity which was 
prosecuted in 1992 began in the mid 1980's, 
the complexity of the cases required years of 
preparation. Secondly, Congress approved 
additional attorneys in 1989 and 1990, and 
it took over a year to hire and train the new 
staff. 

The Massachusetts District Court, 
which in 1991 had the highest percentage 
(4 percent) of criminal cases arising from 
“major case” Savings and Loan indictments, 
this past year had only | percent of its 
criminal cases in this category, as the num- 
ber of cases fell from 12 to 4 and the number 
of defendants from 26 to 4. 

U.S. attorney's office data do not allow 
a direct assessment of the number of crimi- 
nal thrift cases failing to meet major case 
criteria. However, last year a lengthy analy- 
sis indicated that “minor” criminal cases 
could at most account for an additional | 
percent of criminal filings and major and 
minor thrift prosecutions together ac- 
counted for less than 2 percent of all crimi- 
nal filings nationwide in that year. Exami- 
nation of five year trends in bank fraud data 


further confirm the view that the S&L 


1” 


scandal, while harmful to the nation’s fi- 
nances, has been of marginal impact on the 
U.S. courts as a whole, 

Lastly, an in-depth study done by the 


District Court for the Northern District of 


Texas examining the late 1980's workload, 
when that area had the highest rate of S&L 
and banking failures in the country, indi- 
cated that the criminal case filings for both 
banks and S&L’s were 11 percent of total 
criminal filings in 1989. This year’s figures 
from the U.S. attorney's office show that 
S&L’s and banks taken together accounted 
for 7 percent of all criminal filings in that 
district. SQL cases alone were responsible 
for 4 percent of criminal filings in Texas, 
Northern, the same percentage found in 
1991 in Massachusetts, that year’s leader. 
This trend indicates a probable ceiling on 
the impact of the S&L scandal on any one 
district court. 

Cases filed are not the only indicator 
of impact on the federal court system. The 
number of defendants per case can also 
stretch court resources. In 1992, S&L cases 
had an average of 1.5 defendants per case 
compared to 1.7 defendants per case in 
1991. Despite some large cases, such as one 
with 14 defendants in Florida, Northern in 
1991, the average number of defendants in 
S&L cases nationally is only slightly greater 
than the national average of 1.4 defendants 


per case. 


Civil and Bankruptcy 
Caseload, S & L 


Civil and bankruptcy Savings and Loan 
(S&L) cases in the federal courts are brought 
primarily by the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation (FDIC) and the Resolution 
Trust Corporation (RTC). This is unlike 
criminal S&L cases, which are brought by 
the U.S. 


where the alleged offense occurred. As a 


attorney's office in the district 


result of the recent split between the FDIC 
andRTC, the RTC is now primarily respon 
sible for capturing and tracking civil and 
bankruptcy S&L cases in their new data- 


base. The former combined system pro- 


vided data for pending cases on a cumula- 
tive basis, thus, data used in statistical year 
1991, showed an overall picture of the cases 
pending in the federal courts. In addition, 
cases were identified by FDIC or RTC oftice 
of origination, not judicial district, and could 
not be distinguished as major or minor cases. 
The current S&L data being generated by 
the RTC provides information concerning 
all S&L bankruptcies. However, the bank- 
ruptcy section relates exclusively to major 
(cases involving $1,000,000 or more) fil- 
INS. 

During 1992, there were 4,988 major 
civil S&L filings in the federal courts, 2 
percent of the 230,509 civil cases filed. Of 
these filings, 87 percent (4,354) were litiga- 
tion matters in the district courts, 8 percent 
(422) were adversary proceedings, and 4 
percent (213) were appeals matters. The 
majority of the major S&L cases filed in 
1992 were in the U.S. district courts, in 
particular, the Southern District of Texas 
(573 civil cases), the Northern District of 
Texas (291 civil cases), Arizona (289 civil 
cases), the Western District of Texas (194 
civil cases), the Eastern District of Pennsyl- 
vania (194 civil cases), and the Southern 
District of Florida (143 civil cases). Bank- 
ruptcies have undoubtedly increased as a 
result of the crisis in the S&L industry, but 
solid estimates of which bankruptcies can 
be attributed to the S&L crisis cannot be 
made at this time. Bankruptcies with assets 
greater than $1,000,000 associated with 
failed SQ&L’s numbered 1,840. As the RTC 
database for S&L cases is more fully devel- 
oped, data to identify bankruptcies which 
specifically contributed to the failure of a 
financial institution should be available. 

As with criminal S&L cases, the num- 
ber of S&L civil cases filed in 1992 does not 
represent a significant numeric impact on 
the workload of the federal courts; however, 
many cases are unusually complex and will 
demand much more of a court's resources in 
terms of hearings and trials than the average 
case. In the Administrative Office's civil 
database, most banking and S&L cases are 


¢ lassified under afew bre vad CATCYOTICS W hic h 


encompass litigation from many sources. 
Thus it is impossible to identify only the 
cases related to the Savings and Loan “cri- 
sis”. The one reasonably homogeneous cat- 
egory, banks and banking, showed 1,097 
suits filed in 1992, an increase of 42 percent 
(up 326 cases) over 1991. 


TRIALS 


During 1992, judges in U.S. district 
courts completed 20,460 trials, an increase 
of 2 percent over the 19,968 trials reported 
last year. Trials include those resulting in a 
verdict by a jury or final judgment by the 
court as well as other contested hearings 
where evidence was presented. Appendix 
Table C-7 shows the number of civil and 
criminal trials completed in each district. 
The number of trials completed has fluctu- 
ated from a high of 21,397 trials in 1982 to 
a low of 19,901 in 1988. Increases in the 
number of criminal trials account for the 
rise in total trials in 1992. There were 637 
more criminal trials in 1992 than last year, 
with the number of trials that lasted be- 
tween 3 and 19 days rising 201 trials. Crimi- 
nal trials, jury and non-jury together, rose 7 
percent to 9,704 in 1992. Criminal jury 
trials reached their highest level, increasing 
7 percent to 5,740. They accounted for 57 
percent of all jury trials. Criminal non-jury 
trials increased 8 percent to 3,964. 

Civil trials, both jury and non-jury, 
decreased slightly to 10,756 in 1992. This 
is the lowest total since 1981. This decrease 
can be attributed to the increase in criminal 
jury trials. Civil jury trials declined slightly 
to 4,378. Appendix Table C-10 shows that 
the median time from issue to trial for civil 
cases, 15 months, was the same this year as 
in 1991. Until last year, the national me- 
dian time from issue to trial had been 14 
months. Since criminal trials take priority 
over civil cases because of the requirements 
of the Speedy Trial Act, an increase in the 
number of criminal trials naturally means 
that it will take longer to tackle the civil 
trial docket. Thus, the median time to trial 


will rise for civil cases. 


Jury trials increased 3 percent in 1992 
to 10,118. Non-jury trials remained stable 
for the second consecutive year, totaling 
10,342. Non-jury trials include both hear- 
ings on motions and other matters that did 
not result in a final judgment and ful! trials 
where a jury was waived and the tinal judg- 
ment was rendered by a judge. 

Trials do not reflect all aspects of work 
performed by judges; in 1992 judicial pro- 
ceedings other than trials continued to rise. 
For example, Appendix Table C-5 shows that 
judges closed 132,801 civil cases before or 
during pretrial proceedings. In addition, 
they spent time on land condemnation cases, 
prisoner petitions and deportation reviews 
that are not included in this figure. In the 
criminal area, judges accepted pleas from 
35,110 defendants and presided at proba- 
tion revocation hearings. They ruled on 
thousands of motions and held non-con- 
tested hearings in both civil and criminal 
cases and maintained final authority on 
many of the nearly 406,000 matters handled 
by U.S. magistrate judges. 

Appendix Table C-8 shows the length 
of all trials completed by district judges 
during 1992. Because these figures include 
hearings and motions, 42 percent of all 
trials were completed in a single day, virtu- 
ally the same as in 1991. In contrast, 5,314 
trials (26 percent of the total) lasted 4 days 
or more during 1992, 7 percent more than 
the 4,977 trials in 1991. Appendix Table C- 
9 lists the trials that lasted 20 days or more. 
In Washington, D.C., a jury trial for rack- 
eteering lasted 103 days, making it the long- 
est criminal trial in 1992. The longest civil 
trial in 1992 was 212 days for a personal 
injury jury trial in Puerto Rico. 

Appendix Tables T-! and T-2 provide 
additional data on civil and criminal trials. 
As shown in Appendix Table T-1, of the 
3,964 non-jury criminal trials, 86 percent 
(3,403 trials) were hearings on motions, 
orders or other matters not resulting in a 
final verdict; 561 trials (14 percent) re- 
sulted in a verdict. In 1992, sentencing 
hearings where the evidence was contested 


remained stable at 2,780. Of the 6,378 non 
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jury civil trials, 53 percent (3,410) resulted 
in a judgment and 47 percent (2,968) were 
hearings on motions, orders or other mat- 
ters not resulting in a final verdict. Appen- 
dix Table T-2 shows that 58 percent (3,678 
criminal trials) of all criminal trials that 
resulted in a verdict lasted 3 to 19 days. 
Fifty-one percent of all civil trials that re- 
sulted in a final judgment lasted 3 to 19 
days. A total of 104 of these criminal trials 
(2 percent) and 92 (1 percent) of the civil 
trials lasted 20 days or more. 


SERVICE OF VISITING 
JUDGES 


Appendix Tables V-1 and V-2 provide 
summary numbers for case dispositions by 
visiting judges in the U.S. district courts 
and in the U.S. courts of appeals. The term 
“visiting judge” includes both active and 
senior judges who perform service in courts 
other than their own. Judges will be asked 
to assist another court if all of its judges must 
recuse themselves from a particular case, 
when death or illness of a court’s judges 
creates a backlog of cases, or in order to give 
district judges experience in the procedures 
During 1992, 
visiting judges accounted for a total of 2,902 


of the courts of appeals. 


civil case and criminal defendant disposi- 
tions in the U.S. district courts, 77 percent 
of which were civil dispositions. They con- 
ducted trials for 648 of these cases. Visiting 
judges also served as members of three- 
judge panels on 5,162 occasions for the 
courts of appeals. Seventy-two percent of 
these participations were in cases disposed 
of after oral hearings. 


WEIGHTED FILINGS PER 
AUTHORIZED J UDGESHIP 


Recognizing that each case filed does 
not require equal judicial attention, the 
district courts have participated in studies 
that have led to the development of case 
weights. A typical case has a weight of 1.0; 


“I 
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a more complex case receives a heavier 
weight (e.g. airplane personal injury with a 
weight of 3.0) anda case that demands little 
work by a judge will have a lower than 
average weight (student loans, for example, 
have a weight of 0.03). 

Both raw and weighted filings per 
judgeship increased in 1992 following a 
decline in 1991 due to the 74 additional 
judgeship positions created on December 1, 
1990, by the Federal Judgeship Act of 1990. 
Raw filings (416 per judgeship) and weighted 
filings (410 per judgeship) each increased 9 
percent during | 992 mostly due to increased 
civil and criminal caseloads throughout the 
federal courts. Individual districts ranged 
from a low of 171 weighted filings per judge- 
ship in Wyoming to a high of 697 weighted 
tilings per judgeship in Alaska. Numerous 
civil suits involving the Exxon Valdez oil 
spill have made Alaska’s civil weighted fil- 
ings skyrocket in 1992, more than doubling 
its 276 weighted filings per judgeship in 
1991. 

Criminal weighted filings per judge- 
ship increased 6 percent to 55 per judgeship; 
this rise mirrored the 6 percent increase in 
unweighted criminal felony filings this year. 
Civil weighted filings increased 9 percent to 
361 per judgeship as a result of a9 percent 
increase in overall civil filings. 

Appendix Table X-1A (excludes mis- 
demeanor cases) provides, by district, 
weighted and unweighted filings per autho- 
rized judgeship in 1992. For amore detailed 
discussion of the weighted caseload and its 
history in the federal courts, see the 1980 
Annual Report of the Director. 


PETIT JUROR ACTIVITY 


Table 11 provides data on the number 
of citizens summoned to serve on petit juries 
from 1988 through 1992. Jurors are counted 
for each day of their service, including ap- 
pearance at voir dire, traveling from home 
to distant court locations for trial, and hear- 
ing cases as a member of a jury. If a juror 


serves for 10 days, the juror is counted 10 


4 
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times; no information is available on the 
actual number of individual citizens who 
served. Although the data collected reflect 
actual days of service, the findings, for 
simplicity’s sake, are discussed in terms of 
the number of jurors who were selected or 
challenged. 

During 1992, petit jurors served on a 
total of 48,368 trial days in the 94 district 
courts, an increase of 1,805 days, both civil 
and criminal, over last year. The total 
number of individual days served by all 
petit jurors rose 4 percent to 887,234. De- 
spite a slight decrease in the percentage of 
criminal jury trial day, more than half, 
52 percent, of all petit juror service was 
required for criminal trials. Since 1988, the 
percentage of petit jury trial days de- 
voted to criminal cases has fluctuated, but 
has remained at 49 percent or more since 
1989. 

A total of 441,194 jurors were present 
for voir dire, an increase of 4 percent over 


the number appearing last year and a 20 
percent increase over 1988. This year 
166,082 or 38 percent of all jurors present 
for voir dire were challenged or dismissed 
for cause by the court. The percentage of 
jurors selected remained stable this year at 
28 percent; however, this is one percentage 
point less than the 29.4 percent reported in 
1988. Reversing last year’s drop, the num- 
ber of juries selected rose to 11,722. 

Despite this increase, the average num- 
ber of jurors present for jury selection re- 
mained stable at 38 or 4 more than the 
average present in 1988. This is due, in 
part, to the increase in criminal trial days. 
In addition, many districts reported highly 
publicized cases involving public figures 
and sensitive issues. As a result, many 
districts must summon large pools of pro- 
spective jurors, anticipating that many ju- 
rors may be disqualified due to familiarity 
with the circumstances surrounding a case 
or the individuals involved. 


Table 11 
U.S. District Courts 
National Petit Juror Service 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 


Service 


Overali Juror Service 
Jury Trial Days 


Percent Criminal 
Percent Civil 
Juror Days” 
Percent Selected or Serving 
Percent Challenged 


Percent Not Selected 
or Chalienged”* 


Average Jurors Per Day of Trial 


Jury Selection Day 
Jurors Present for Voir Dire 
Percent Selected 
Percent Chalienged 


Percent Not Selected or 
Challenged 


Number of Juries Selected 


Average Jurors Present for 
Jury Selection 


1988 


44,324 
45.1 
54.9 

762,083 
65.9 


17.6 


16.5 
17.2 


368 365 


29.4 


1989 1990 1991 1992 
45,403 46,194 46,563 48 368 
53.2 49.8 53.2 52.2 
46.8 50.2 468 478 
814,322 828,527 855,175 887 234 
64.5 65.2 64.4 64.3 
18.0 18.2 18.6 18.7 
17.5 16.6 17.0 16.9 
20.0 17.9 18.4 18.3 
401,587 405,811 42 3g 441,194 
28.0 28.9 8.3 28.3 
36.5 37.2 37.4 37.6 
35.4 33.9 34.3 341 
11,133 11,398 11,328 11,722 
36.1 35.6 37.5 37.6 


* Each juror is counted for each day serving, traveling, or waiting at the courthouse to serve 
**Includes jurors in travel status 


The percentage of jurors not selected 
or challenged has remained stable at 34 
percent for the past 3 years. This reflects the 
courts’ continuing efforts to use jurors 
more effectively, with techniques such as 
selecting more than one jury at each session 
for trials scheduled in the future. Fifty-eight 
percent of the jurors not selected or serv- 
ing completed screening questionnaires or 
actually participated in a voir dire. The 
remaining jurors who were not selected or 
challenged did not take part in a voir dire, 
for the most part, because a case settled at 
the last minute, a late plea was entered, or 
the trial was postponed. 

To help reduce the number of jurors 
not selected or challenged, over half of the 
U.S. district courts have adopted local rules 
to assess juror costs when cases settle or 
pleas are entered after prospective jurors 
have reported. Those rules discourage last 
minute settlements, pleas, and continu- 
ances and result in fewer unused jury pan- 
els. During 1992, a total of 30 districts 
assessed parties for juror costs on at 
least one occasion. A total of $105,614 
covering the cost of 1,798 jurors for can- 
celed trials was returned to the general 
revenue funds of the U.S. Treasury. Missis- 
sippi, Southern, reported the largest juror 
costs assessed with a total of $16,673 for 
279 jurors. Appendix Table J-2 summarizes 
petit jury activity in the U.S. district courts 
during 1992. 


GRAND JURY 
ACTIVITY 


During 1992, grand jury activity in- 
creased to its highest level in 5 years. The 
number of grand juries serving rose 6 per- 
cent, reaching 836. The downward trend in 
grand jury activity from 1988 through 1990 
was due to a Department of Justice policy, 
adopted in 1986, to impanel fewer juries 
and to establish a standard of six hours for 
each session. The increase in grand jury 
activity over the past two years can be 
traced to the growing number of drug-re- 


lated cases presented to grand juries by the 
U.S. attorney's office; robbery and fraud 
cases have also increased substantially in 
recent years. 

As aresult, another 657 sessions were 
convened for a total of 11,571 sessions. 
Twenty-seven percent of all sessions con- 
vened were in only 5 districts (Florida, 
Southern; New York, Southern; New York, 
Eastern; Massachusetts; and California, 
Central). Florida, Southern held the most 
sessions (738) while the Northern Mariana 
Islands convened only 5 sessions. Grand 
jurors in session rose to 228,784 (up 6 per- 
cent). Despite this increase in activity, the 
average number of jurors per session re- 
mained stable at 19.8, and the average num- 
ber of hours per session remained at 5.3 
hours. 

This year, 58 of the 94 district courts 
reported increases in grand jury activity, 
ranging from one to 118 additional grand 
jury sessions. Several districts reported large 
increases in the level of grand jury activity 
in 1992. Massachusetts convened 118 more 
sessions in 1992, the largest numerical in- 
crease among all districts, for a total of 511 
sessions convened. — Increases were also 
reported in California, Central; New York, 
Eastern; and Louisiana, Eastern, among oth- 
ers. In contrast, 34 districts reported de- 
creases in activity in 1992. Illinois, North- 
ern, convened 94 fewer sessions and New 
York, Southern, convened 45 fewer ses- 
sions. 

Along with increases in grand jury 
activity, the number of indictments rose 5 
percent to 28,560. The number of defen- 
dants named in returned indictments in- 
creased 6 percent to 47,164. This increase 
resulted in an average of 4.08 defendants 
indicted per session compared to 3.58 in 
1988. The focus on drug activity over the 
last five years has contributed to the rise in 
defendants indicted, as drug cases generally 
involve more than one detendant. Grand 
jury activity in the U.S. district courts from 
1988 through 1992 is summarized in Table 12. 
Appendix Table J-1 contains data on grand 
jury activity by district during 1992. 


Table 12 


U.S. District Courts 
National Grand Juror Service 
Fiscal Year 1988 through 1992 
Proceedings 
Filed By 
Jurors Hours Indictment 
Average 
Sessions Average Average Defendanits 
Juries Con- per per Defen- Indicted per 
Year Serving vened Total Session Total Session Cases’ dants* Session 
1988 7% 10,668 209, 168 19.6 57,362 5.4 23,243 38,214 3.58 
1989 744 10,413 205,131 19.7 56,792 5.5 24,050 39,679 3.81 
1990 742 10,065 198,863 19.8 53,978 5.4 24,779 40,462 4.02 
1991 788 10,914 215,789 19.8 58,293 5.3 27,168 44,607 4.09 
1992 836 11,571 228,784 19.8 61,806 5.3 28,560 47,164 4.08 
* Revised 


THREE-J UDGE COURT 
HEARINGS 


In 1992, three-judge district court 
hearings increased sharply to 49, up from 14 
during the year ended June 30, 1991. This 
increase is due to the sharp rise in reappor- 
tionment hearings, up from | in 1991 to 32 
in 1992, most of which related to changes in 
congressional districts based on the 1990 
census. All other hearings (17) were in civil 
rights cases involving voting rights issues. 

Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2284 requires 
that a district court of three judges be desig- 
nated by the chief judge of the circuit to 
hear cases challenging the apportionment 
of congressional districts or statewide legis- 
lative bodies and other actions required by 
statute. Designation of a three-judge dis- 
trict court is often requested for cases in- 
volving voting and other civil rights issues. 
Supplemental Table S-10 provides the total 
number of hearings held over the last six 
years and the transition quarter from July 1, 
1991 through September 30, 1991. 


PASSPORT 
AND NATURALIZATION 


During 1992, the U.S. district courts 
processed 692 passport applications, up 55 
applications (9 percent) from the year ended 
June 30, 1991. Citizens can apply for pass- 
ports through the U.S. Department of State 


oll 


ws 


(Passport Office), any U.S. post office, and 
some U.S. district courts. Only five courts 
processed passport applications this year. 
For the past several years, the Western Dis- 
trict of Michigan has processed the largest 
number of applications; the court processed 
553 this year, which is 80 percent of the 
national total. 

Since passage of the Immigration Act 
of 1990, petitions for naturalization are made 
to the Attorney General and are no longer 
filed in the U.S. district court; the courts 
still administer the oath of allegiance at 
naturalization ceremonies. This year the 
courts administered the oath of allegiance 
to 193,899 persons who became naturalized 
citizens. This is a decline of 26 percent from 
1991. Appendix Table P-1 summarizes by 
district the number of passport applications 
proces:ed and persons who took the oath of 
allegiance during 1992. 


OTHER FEDERAL COURTS 


Temporary Emergency 
Court of Appeals 


On October 29, 1992, the Federal 
Courts Administration Act, P.L. 102-572, 
abolished the Temporary Emergency Court 
of Appeals (TECA) and vested its remain- 
ing caseload in the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. The phasing out of the 


court, which has been in existence for nearly 
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23 years, is tobe complete by April 29, 1993. 
The Judicial Conference first recommended 
abolition of TECA in 1987, with the condi- 
tion that the court be permitted to com- 
plete its pending caseload during a transi- 
tion period. 

Congress created the Temporary Emer- 
gency Court of Appeals in 1971 as part of 
the Economic Stabilization Act Amend- 
ments of 1970, which established price con- 
trols. The administrative burden of operat- 
ing the court and temporarily assigning 
Article II] judges to hear cases made its 
continuance impractical. In recent years, 
TECA heard appeals on oil and gas over- 
charges. 

TECA’s workload remained light in 
1992 with 10 appeals filed and 10 appeals 
terminated. Only 9 cases were pending at 
the end of September 1992, and they have 
now been transferred to the Court of Ap- 
peals tor the Federal Circuit. 


Special Court Established 
Under the Regional Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973 


The Special Court was established by 
the Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 
1973 (“Rail Act”). Under the Rail Act, the 
court’s primary role was to determine the 
value of properties transferred by seven prin- 
cipal bankrupt railroads and numerous other 
transferor railroads in the Northeast and 
Midwest regions. The Rail Act also pro- 
vided exclusive jurisdiction over certain 
civil actions enumerated in Section 209(e). 

In August 1981, the Northeast Rail 
Service Act of 1981 (“NRSA”) was enacted 
as Subtitle E of Title XI of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981. Sec- 
tion 1152(a) of NRSA >rovides additional 
exclusive jurisdiction in the Special Court. 
A considerable amount of litigation speed- 
ily arose and, in May 1982, pursuant to 
Section 1152(d)of NRSA, the Judicial Panel 
on Multidistrict Litigation assigned three 
additional judges to the Special Court to 
handle litigation under NRSA. In October 
1986, the Conrail Privatization Act was 
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enacted as Subtitle A of Title IV of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1986. Subsections 4025(b) and 4033(c)(1) 
(A) provide additional exclusive jurisdic- 
tion in the Special Court. The court is 
presently divided into two panels of three 
judges each, with one member of the court 
sitting on both panels. The General Panel 
exercises jurisdiction found in the Rail Act, 
while the Section 1152 Panel exercises ju- 
risdiction over the cases arising under NRSA 
and under the Conrail Privatization Act. 
In proceedings arising under its origi- 
nal and exclusive jurisdiction, no cases were 
filed or terminated for the three-month 
period from July 1 to September 30, 1991. 
One civil action based on jurisdiction under 
the Rail Act was filed and 3 civil actions 
were terminated during the twelve-month 
period from October 1, 1991 to September 
30, 1992. This leaves 6 civil actions and 7 
miscellaneous matters pending on Septem- 


ber 30, 1992. 


Judicial Panel 
on Multidistrict Litigation 


The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
Litigation was created in 1968 to coordi- 
nate or consolidate pretrial proceedings in 
civil actions filed in different districts in- 
The Panel, 


consisting of seven circuit and district judges 


volving common questions. 


designated by the Chiet Justice of the United 
States, approves all transfers of actions in- 
volved in the consolidations, and later re- 
mands the cases to the original districts. 
The Panel is also empowered to remand 
transferred actions betore their conclusion 
for action on specific counter-claims, cross- 
claims, and third-party claims. 

The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
Litigation acted on 39,082 civil actions 
pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 
during the tifteen-month period ended Sep- 
tember 30, 1992. 
32,087 cases originally filed in 93 district 


The Panel transterred 


courts to 32 transferee districts for inclusion 
in coordinated or consolidated pretrial pro- 


ceedings. There were 6,995 actions already 
, 
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pending in the transferee districts on July 1, 
1991. The Panel denied transfer of 87 
actions. The asbestos, breast implants, L- 
tryptophan and Michael Milken litigations 
highlighted the Panel’s determinations. 
Since creation of the Panel in 1968, 
there have been 57,786 civil actions cen- 
tralized for pretrial proceedings. As of Sep- 
tember 30, 1992, atotal of 2,942 actions had 
been remanded for trial, another 179 cases 
had been reassigned within the transferee 
district, and 20,533 had been terminated in 
the transferee court. At the end of the 15- 
month period, there were 37,253 actions pend- 
ing throughout 44 transferee district courts. 
Supplemental Table S-11 provides in- 
formation on the number of cases trans- 
ferred since the Panel was created, and the 
flow of cases into and out of the districts 
during the current year and cumulative since 
1968. All statistical information on 
multidistrict litigation traffic in the federal 
courts is maintained by the Clerk’s Office of 
the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litiga- 
tion. Information on specific cases or dis- 
tricts may be obtained from that office. 


U.S. Court 


of International Trade 


The geographical jurisdiction of the 
United States Court of International Trade 
extends throughout the United States. Cases 
heard by this court involve international 
trade and customs duties. Most of the court's 
cases pertain to the classificatiosi and valu- 
ation of imported merchandise, customs 
duties, and unfair import practices by trad- 
ing partners. 

During 1992, there were 939 cases 
filed in the U.S. Court of International 
Trade, down 8 percent from the 1,021 cases 
filed in fiscal year 1991. The Customs 
Court Act of 1970, as implemented by the 
Rules of the United States Court of Interna- 
tional Trade, permits an importer to con- 
solidate into a single civil action any num- 
ber of denied protests and entries of mer- 
chandise involving the same category of 


merchandise and presenting a common is- 


sue. Of the 939 new civil actions filed in 
1992, 639 were either 1581(a) or (b) ac- 
tions which included approximately 4,812 
denied protests covering 32,263 entries of 
merchandise. 

The court terminated 1,393 cases dur- 
ing the year, a decrease of 6 percent from the 
1,487 cases terminated during 1991. There 
were 493 decisions rendered; this was 26 
percent below the 663 decisions filed last 
year. Cases dismissed rose 6 percent from 
the 615 dismissals in 1991 to 651 dismissals 
in 1992. Cases terminated by dispositive 
orders climbed from 52 to 85 cases (up 63 
percent). In contrast, cases terminated af- 
ter submission on agreed statement of facts 
declined from 758 last year to 548 this year. 
Since terminations exceeded new filings, 
pending cases dropped 15 percent to 2,537 
cases on September 30, 1992, compared to 
2,991 pending cases last year. Appendix 
Table G-1 provides a summary of cases filed 
and terminated during the year ended Sep- 
tember 30, 1991 and 1992. 


U.S. Court of Federal Claims 


During 1992, there was a decrease in 
the caseload of the U.S. Court of Federal 
Claims (formerly the U.S. Claims Court). 
Due toa sharp decline in vaccine compen- 
sation petitions, filings decreased 73 per- 
cent from 3,451 in 1991 to 924 in 1992; the 
unusually large decline is due to the ex nira- 
tion of the National Vaccine Injury Pro- 
gram. Excluding vaccine compensation 
cases, the caseload of the Court of Federal 
Claims remained virtually unchanged at 
7 36filings. A large drop in contract actions 
(down 85 cases) was offset by increases in 
tax, property, and service pay actions. 

Cases terminated by the court in- 
creased 26 percent from 1,310 in 1991 to 
1,652 in 1992. Since terminations signifi- 
cantly outnumbered filings, the pending 
workload decreased 13 percent; a total of 
4,890 cases were pending on September 30, 
1992, compared to 5,618 in 1991. 


Many cases brought to the court in- 


volved multiple plaintiffs: there were 6, 330 1° 


sd 
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plaintiffs in the 1,652 cases terminated in 
1992. Excluding cases in which no specific 
amounts were claimed, the total amount 
claimed was $69.7 billion. Of the cases 
disposed of, the Court of Federal Claims 
rendered judgments for claimants in the 
sum of $251 million of which $107 million 
carried interest. A number of these judg 
ments were based on settlements between 
the parties. Also, the Court of Federal 
Claims rendered judgments for the United 
States on counterclaims or offsets in the 
amount of $12 million. The court, under its 
nonmonetary jurisdiction, disposed of 19 
contract cases seeking injunctive or de 
claratory relief. 

In addition to its traditional work 
load, the Court of Federal Claims is also 
responsible for cases originating from the 
National Vaccine Injury Compensation 
Program, which became effective on Octo 
ber 1, 1988. Vaccine cases are referred to 
the Office of Special Masters who have 
decision-making authority in vaccine cases, 
with appeal to the Court of Federal Claims. 
The program was originally scheduled to 
expire on September 30, 1990, but was 
extended until January 31, 1991, at the 
request of the Court, because so many claim- 
ants came forth in the last days of Septem 
ber that the Court could not accommodate 
all of the filings. Last year, there were 2,717 
vaccine cases filed. This year, the Court 
reported 188 vaccine compensation claims 
tiled, 663 vaccine cases terminated and a 
total of 3,166 vaccine claims pending on 
September 30, 1992. Since the program has 
expired, the number of vaccine cases will be 
reduced in future years to only a small num- 
ber of motions for reconsideration. 

Each January, pursuant to Title 28 
U.S.C. Section 791 (c), the Clerk transmits 
to Congress a report of the business of the 
Court showing the names of the claimants 
nature of the claims, and their dispositions 
Appendix Tables G-2A and G-2B provide 
summary data on the workload in the Court 
of Federal Claims for the year ended Sep 


tember 30, 1992. 


Criminal Justice 
Act Appointments 


During the year ended September 30, 
1992, there were 82,907 appointments of 
counsel under the Criminal Justice Act 
(CJA), an increase of 4,063 appointments 
from the 78,844 appointments in 199] 
The CJA provides tor the funding of repre 
sentation of individuals with limited finan 
cial resources in federal criminal proceed 
ings. Each district has a plan tor providing 
representation by private attorneys or fed 
eral public or community defender offices. 
Appointments of private attorneys increased 
4 percent this year from 40,031 to 41,588. 

Total representations (including ap 
peals, habeas corpus, revocations, criminal, 
etc.) by the 47 defender organizations rose 
6 percent (2,506) this year to 41,319. Con 
tinuing an upward trend that started in 
1988, criminal detendant appointments in 
creased 2 percent to 25,734. During 1992, 
representations in drug cases accounted for 
29 percent (7,596) of the criminal work 
load. Representations in other matters in 
cluding appeals, probhation/parole revoca 
tions, and motions to correct or reduce 
sentence climbed 15 percent (up 1,990 rep 
resentations) to 15,585 openings 

The Federal Defenders for the West 
ern District of New York and Eastern Dis 
trict of Washington began reporting repre 
sentations during the Past year (Combined, 
both offices Pros ided represcntaglion mM mle 
proceedings. This year, Arizona reported 
the | ingest Increase IN New representations, 
33) mo;re than last Veal Although open 
ings in California, Southern continued to 
decline, it remains the largest federal de 
fender organization, with 13 percent of the 
national workload. 

Total defender representations in 
closed proceedings increased 4 percent to 
39,740. Total representations pending in 
federal defender organizations rose to 15,740 
on September 30, 1992, up 11 percent trom 
the 199] level. Pending criminal represen 


tations increased | 1 percent to 9.941 and 
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account for 63 percent of all pending repre- 
sentations. Table 13 provides a summary of 
federal defender appointments under the 
CJA for the past five years. Appendix Table 
K-1 provides information on the represen- 
tatio:s handled by each federal public and 
community defender organization during 
the year. 


Total non-business filings increased 7 
percent from 845,469 in 1991 to 905,753 in 
1992. Business filings decreased 2 percent 
from 73,519 in 1991 to 71,725 in 1992, 
Chapter 7 cases, which are predominantly 
non-business filings, accounted for much of 
the overall rise in filings, with an increase of 
7 percent from 638,504 cases in 1991 to 


Table 13 
Representations by Federal Defender Organizations 
1988 through 1992 


Percent 
Change 
Representations 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 92/91 
Offices in Operation 40 4) 42 45 47 
Total Representations 
Opened 36,138 36,444 36 853 38,813 41,319 6.5 
Closed 34,685 34,866 35,803 38,281 39,740 3.8 
Pending September 30 11,001 12,579 13,629 14,161 15,740 11.2 
Criminal Representations 
Opened 23,340 24,087 24,569 25,218 25,734 2.0 
Closed 22,406 22,873 23,871 24,772 24,726 0.2 
Pending September 30 6,575 7,789 8,487 8,933 9,941 11.3 
Other Representations’ 
Opened 12,798 12,357 12,284 13,595 15,585 14.6 
Closed 12,279 11,993 11,932 13,509 15,014 11.1 
Pending September 30 4,426 4,790 5,142 5,228 5,799 10.9 


‘Includes appeals, probation/parole revocation hearings, and motions to correct or reduce sentence. 


Unitea States Bankruptcy Courts 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Cases Filed 1982 - 1992 


U.S. bankruptcy courts continued to 


handle an increasing caseload in response 
to effects of the recession. Bankruptcy 


filings increased 6 percent from 918,988 in 
1991 to 977,478 in 1992. Cases closed by 
the bankruptcy courts in 1992 increased 20 
percent from 751,992 in 1991 to 900,719. 
Since filings were significantly higher than 
terminations, the number of pending cases 
reached a record 1,224,524 cases as of Sep 

tember 30, 1992, up 7 percent. Tables 14 
and 15 contain national data on bank- 


ruptcy cases. Detailed data on the number in werreRe &knu eS 
of filings, terminations, and pending bank- Veur Gniing Guptamther 39 
ruptcy cases by district are provided in Ap- | 

ard y P P Chapter 7 BB Ait Other 


pendix Tables F and F-2. 


reported in the Second Cir- 


Table 14 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Bankruptcy Code Cases Filed, Terminated and Pending 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 

F edd 
Year Total Non-Business Business Terrnnated 
1988 604,396 537,912 66 484 586 442 
1989 656,483 590 £35 66,648 589,080 
1990 749,549 682,090 67 489 634 B38 
1991 918,988 845,469 73,519 751 992 
1992 977,478 906,753 71,725 900,719 
% Chg" 6.4 A 2.4 19.8 
“Percent change 1992 over 199). 


Bankruptcy Act case data are avaiable separately. 


cuit, where filings were up 20 
percent. The greatest numeri- 
cal change was reported in 
the Ninth Circuit, up 26,568 
cases. 


The effects of the reces- 


Pending . . 
sion continue to be evident 

824,353 | 

—- nationwide, —— in 
major cities in populous states 

984,123 c ) : in pe pP c 
such as California, New York, 

1,147,765 | 
and Texas. As the recession 

1,224,524 | | | 

a mounted, industries which 


had been insulated from the 
effects of the recession began 
to lose revenues at an alarm- 


684,866 cases in 1992. Chapter 11 cases, 
which are predominantly business bank- 
ruptcies, decreased slightly from 23,508 in 
1991 to 23,312 in 1992. Chapter 13 filings, 
which are primarily filed by individuals 
with regular incomes, increased 5 percent 
from 255,484 in 1991 to 267,631 in 1992. 
Until 1991, filings under Chapter 12 de- 
creased each year since the chapter was 
enacted. In 1992 filings increased 165 cases, 
up 11 percent. Chapter 12 was enacted in 
1986 to help family farmers reorganize their 
debts and keep their farms. 

Among the 12 circuits, the greatest 
nuniber of bankruptcy filings continued to 
be repor ed in the Ninth Circuit. A total of 
220,768 cases were filed in the Ninth Cir- 
cuit in 1992, up 13 percent from the previ- 
ous year. The Eleventh and Sixth Circuits 
reported the second highest group of bank- 
ruptcy filings with 127,582 and 126,022 
filings, respectively. The District of Co- 
lumbia Circuit reported the smallest num- 
ber of bankruptcy filings with only 1,422. 
Bankruptcy filings increased in each circuit 
with the exception of the Sixth and Tenth 
Circuits. In the Sixth Circuit filings re- 
mained virtually unchanged while filings in 
the Tenth Circuit decreased 4 percent. Na- 
tionally, bankruptcy filings increased 58,490 
cases from 1991 levels. The greatest per- 
centage change in bankruptcy filings was 


ing rate. Top manufacturers 

inthe airline, automobile, and 
automated data-processing industries have 
retrenched and laid off thousands of em- 
ployees in an effort to balance their budgets. 
Businesses that were dependent on con- 
sumer dollars derived from these industries 
have also suffered. The loss of jobs in one 
business sector fuels the domino effect as job 
losses in one sector cause job losses in an- 
other. 

Attempts to revitalize the economy 
and end the recession have met with mixed 
success. Efforts to revitalize the sluggish 
real-estate market have been largely inef- 
fectual due to decreased consumer spend- 
ing. The defense industry has seen sharp 
reductions in its budgets and has responded 
to these reductions by closing many military 
hases throughout the country. Le cal econo- 
mies that were dependent on the continued 
existence of military bases in their areas 
The 


vacuum that is created when a major em- 


have experienced fiscal shortfalls. 


ployer leaves an area poses severe problems 
for local economies. 

Adversary proceedings arise within 
bankruptcy cases and include proceedings 
such as actions to object to or revoke a 
discharge, to determine the dischargeability 
of a debt, and to obtain an injunction or 
other equitable relief. Adversary proceed- 
ings filed increased 19 percent from 76,197 
in 1991 to 90,471 1992. 


A 
in Adversary 


Table 15 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Filings by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 


Chapter 
Year Total 7 11 12 13 Other 
1988 604 396 430,972 18,268 2,525 152,603 28 
1989 656,483 464,024 17,610 1,607 173,187 55 
1990 749,549 521,058 20,055 1,319 207,092 25 
1991 918,988 638 504 23,508 1,460 255,484 32 
1992 977,478 684 866 23,312 1,625 267,631 44 
% Chg." 6.4 7.3 -0.8 11.3 4.8 37.5 
"Percent change 1992 over 1991. 
proceedings terminated decreased to 64,953 in the Ninth Circuit. While the First Cir- 
during the year, down about 29 percent. cuit had a BAP between 1980 and 1982, the 
There were 132,783 adversary proceedings only one remaining in operation at present 
pending on September 30, 1992, up 23 is in the Ninth Circuit. 
percent from the previous year. Data on Later bankruptcy amendments and the 
adversary proceedings by district are pro- implementation of the Federal Judgeship 
vided in Appendix Table F-8. Act of 1984 limited the jurisdiction of the 
BAP to cases where the parties consented to 
its jurisdiction. The consent requirement 
" was further modified in 1985 by the creation 
NINTH CircuIT nett r + - . ~ 
=e , a presumption of consent which require 
BANKRUPTCY APPELLATE yong ey ~. cumple wyy~ sdusmranenanigs 
PANEL that the litigants take affirmative steps to 
remove this presumption. 
Bankruptcy Appellate Panels (BAP) Seven bankruptcy judges serve on pan- 
were established as part of the Bankruptcy els of three judges assigned to hear and 
Reform Act of 1978. In 1979, the Ninth decide appeals from decisions of the bank- 
Circuit Judicial Council authorized the for- ruptcy courts in the Ninth Circuit. Bank- 
mation of a BAP to hear cases arising in the ruptcy appeals filed with the Ninth Circuit 
Centra! District of California and in Ari- Bankruptcy Appellate Panel reached a five 
zona. Over the next two years the BAP’s yea: high in 1992 as filings rose to 1,441. 
jurisdiction expanded to include all districts A total of 832 appeals were closed by 
the BAP during the 
BAP Closed year. An additional 528 
appeals were closed as 
Total Total Percent o ” th. 
Appeals Opting Opting Assigned After BAP OPS-CUS TH Were 
Year Filed Out Out to BAP Total Hearing Pending transferred to the dis- 
1988 196 437 36.5 trict courts. Of the 832 
a 1989 1,134 475 41.9 BAP appeals closed in 
x 1990 1,269 487 38.4 82 580 239 1043 1992, a total of 243 ap- 
oe 1991 1,306 554 42.4 752 762 236 1,587 peals were closed by fi- 
ae . ; | nal disposition issued 
i 1992° 1,441 528 36.6 913 832 243 521 


*1992 data are forthe year ending September 30, previous years data are for June 30 
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by the BAP judges (this 


includes both memo- 


randum decisions and published opinions). 
The remaining appeals were closed by a 
variety of methods. The average length of 
time from filing date to closing date was 272 
days for all BAP appeals. The pending 
caseload for the BAP was 521 on September 
30, 1992. 


MATTERS DISPOSED 
OF BY UNITED STATES 
MAGISTRATE J] UDGES 


Magistrate judges handle a variety of 
matters including misdemeanor trials, pre- 
liminary hearings, civil consent cases and 
other special duties. The workload of mag- 
istrate judges is summarized in Table 16. In 
1992, magistrate judges disposed of 498,977 
matters, an increase of 8 percent over the 
year ended June 30, 1991. Much of the 
increase resulted from new categories being 
added to the statistical reporting form. These 
categories are identified below. Some mag- 
istrate judges were already reporting these 
duties under other categories, so an evalua- 
tion of the impact of these categories can- 
not be precise. 

The number of civil cases disposed of 
by magistrate judges with the consent of the 
parties increased 10 percent to 5,479 cases 
in 1992. The number of both jury and non- 
jury trials conducted by magistrate judges 
increased significeutly, up 23 percent in 
1992. 

The number of misdemeanor cases 
above the level of a petty offense disposed of 
by magistrate judges rose from 11,840 cases 
to 12,637 cases in 1992, an increase of 7 
percent. The petty offense caseload of mag- 
istrate judges, however, declined 3 percent 
from 83,258 cases to 80,440 cases in 1992. 

The number of preliminary proceed- 
ings conducted by magistrate judges in felony 
cases increased 15 percent. Magistrate judges 
conducted 55,146 initial appearances dur- 
ing 1992, an increase of 7 percent over 
1991, and 22,732 detention hearings in 
1992, an increase of 16 percent. The num- 
ber of grand jury returns handled by magis- 


trate judges rose 12 percent. Magistrate 


judges issued 22,453 arrest warrants/sum- 
monses during 1992, an increase of 13 per- 
cent. 

Three new categories separately re- 
ported in 1992 had a significant impact on 
the total number of preliminary proceed- 
ings. Magistrate judges conducted 7,345 
attorney appointment hearings, ruled on 
5,148 attorney fee applications, and issued 
3,927 seizure warrants. Two additional new 
categories, Nebbia hearings and contempt 
proceedings, are included in the 5,380 
“Other” matters. 

Magistrate judges also are handling an 
increasing number of “additional duties” 
(including motions, hearings and confer- 
ences) in felony cases referred pursuant to 
Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b). In 1992, 
they handled 41,093 such additional duties 
in criminal felony cases, an increase of 7 
percent over 1991. Although non-case- 
dispositive motions decreased from 23,450 
in1991 to 22,117in 1992 (down 6 percent), 
case-dispositive motions increased from 
3,553 to 3,844 in 1992 (up 8 percent). 
Magistrate judges conducted 4,794 pretrial 
conferences in 1992, an increase of 17 per- 
cent over 199]. A new category also was 
added under criminal additional duties: 
magistrate judges reported 2,295 motion 
hearings and arguments in felony cases in 
1992. 

The civil workload of magistrate judges 
also grew — up 8 percent in 1992. They 
conducted 48,420 pretrial conferences in 
1992, a7 percent increase. Although non- 
case-dispositive motions decreased 10 per- 
cent, case-dispositive motions rose from 
7,268 to 8,563 in 1992, an increase of 18 


percent. Much of the increase in civil case 


duties is reflected in the new category of 


civil motion hearings and arguments. Mag- 
istrate judges completed 11,749 of these 
proceedings in 1992. 

For the first time since 1988, the num- 
ber of social security appeals reviewed by 
magistrate judges increased, rising from 
3,739 cases to 4,080 cases in 1992 (up 9 
percent). Similarly, the number of issues 
ref red to magistrate judges ads Spec ial mas- 


i 
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Table 16 
Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Years Ended June 30, 1982, 1988 through 1991 and September 30, 1992 


Activity 1982 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 
Total Matters 327 436 471,085 432,996 450,565 460,722 498,977 
Trial Jurisdiction Cases 86,725 89,996 92,789 100,930 95,098 93,077 
Misdemeanors 13,589 13,418 13,674 13,248 11,840 12,637 
Petty Offenses 73,136 76,578 79,115 87,682 83,258 80,440 
Preliminary Proceedings 98 458 143,352 160,988 167,382 178,789 205,854 
Search Warrants 6,170 14,246 18,947 20,672 23,887 23,279 
Arrest Warrants/Summonses 11,702 16,408 18,905 18,972 19,944 22,453 
Initial Appearances 38,677 47,956 48,311 49,624 51,745 55,146 
Detention Hearings ’ 11,935 15,841 17,191 19,612 22,732 
Bail Reviews 8,301 6,665 7,382 7,858 8,246 8,260 
Preliminary Examinations 4,650 6,805 7,234 7,145 8,116 8,959 
Grand Jury Returns 3,082 4,529 4,431 4,556 4,992 5,615 
Arraignments 21,296 29,569 32,484 34,311 35,699 37,610 
Attorney Appointment Hearings . . . . . 7,345 
Seizure Warrants . . . . . 3,927 
Fee Applications . . . . . 5,148 
Other [1] 4,580 5,509 7,453 7,053 6,548 5,380 
Additional Duties 139,801 231,834 173,648 177,295 181,849 194,567 
Criminal 27,958 38,884 31,948 37,340 38,567 41,093 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 17,799 26,031 18,005 22,340 23,450 22,117 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 2,320 2,678 3,591 4,169 3,553 3,844 
Evidentiary Hearings 975 1,355 1,860 2,256 2,171 1,353 
Pretrial Conferences 3,214 3,462 3,266 3,488 4,111 4,794 
Calendar Calls 857 1,679 1,845 1,403 1,303 1,517 
Motion Hearings/Arguments . . . , . 2,295 
Other [2] 2,793 3,679 3,381 3,684 3,979 5,173 
Civil 95,292 167,486 120,925 119,372 119,584 129,183 
Pretrial Conferences 28,314 48,359 47,293 45,201 45,193 48,420 
Motions 636(b)(1)(A) 51,970 95,953 52,006 54,206 55,342 49,844 
Motions 636(b)(1)(B) 6,180 7,665 6,995 7,388 7,268 8,563 
Evidentiary Hearings 898 1,784 2,106 1,964 1,987 816 
Social Security 4,532 7,258 6,805 5,112 3,739 4,080 
Special Masterships 588 1,213 1,230 1,097 1,074 1,240 
Calendar Calls 1,174 2,184 1,812 1,342 1,941 1,464 
Motion Hearings/Arguments ’ . . . 11,749 
Other(3) 1,636 3,080 2,678 3,062 3,040 3,007 
Prisoner Litigation 16,551 25,464 20,775 20,583 23,698 24,291 
Evidentiary Hearings (4) (1,162) (1,263) (1,254) (1,284) (1,406) 1,634 
State Habeas 5,960 7,103 5,969 6,078 6,843 6,066 
Federal Habeas 2,113 2,542 2,236 2,339 2,965 2,726 
Civil Rights 8,478 15,819 12,570 12,166 13,890 13,865 
Civil Consent 2,452 5,903 5,571 4,958 4,986 5,479 
Without Tnal 1,627 4,914 4,552 3,950 3,874 4,111 
Jury Trial 262 550 438 495 538 667 
Non-Jury Tnal 563 439 581 513 574 701 


Data not available separately 

1992 includes new sepe te reporting categones for attorney appointment heanngs/tee applications/Nebbia heanngs/seizure warrants/contempt proceedings 
1992 includes new separate reporting categones for mental competency/motions heanngs 

1992 includes new separate reporting categories for fee applications/summary jury tnais/motion heanngs 

Prior to 1992 evidentiary hearings were included in the totals for State Habeas/Federal Habeas/Civil Rights 


Percent 
Change 
92 vs 91 


8.3 
2.1 
6.7 
-3.4 
15.1 
-2.5 
12.6 
6.6 
15.9 
0.2 
10.4 
12.5 
5.4 
NA 
NA 
NA 
-17.8 
7.0 
6.5 
-5.7 
8.2 
-37.7 
16.6 
16.4 


24.0 
22.1 


ters rose by 16 percent in 1992 following a 
two-year decline. The volume of prisoner 
matters handled by magistrate judges in- 
creased 3 percent in 1992. Due toa change 
in how evidentiary hearings are counted, 
the growth in the individual categories of 
prisoner cases (state habeas, federal habeas, 
and civil rights) cannot be determined. The 
M series of the Appendix Tables contain the 
data on the magistrate judges’ workload for 


1992. 


PROBATION/PRETRIAL 


Federal Probation System 


The number of persons received for 
supervision by the Federal Probation Sys- 
tem in 1992 increased 3 percent to 49,102, 
following a3 percent increase in 1991. This 
is the first year that more persons have been 
received under terms of supervised release 
than for judge-imposed probation. The E 
series of Appendix tables give more detailed 
data for each district court on the Federal 


United States Probation Service 
Persons Under Supervision 1988 - 1992 


100,000 — 


£0,000 


£0,000 


as 89 | 90 | 91 92 
Year Ending September 30 


Probation System. Tables 17 and 18 pro- 
vide national data on the workload of the 
Federal Probation System. 

The number of persons received on 


probation imposed by district judges in 1992 


totaled 12,067, five percent fewer than last 
year. Of those received for probation im- 
posed by district judges, 91 percent are for 
terms of supervision of 2 years or more, with 
an average term of 38 months. Persons 
received on probation imposed by magis- 
trate judges, however, increased 2 percent 
in 1992. 

The number of persons received for 
supervision upon release from prison, which 
includes supervised release, parole, manda- 
tory release, military parole, and special 
parole, grew 5 percent to 21,688, account- 
ing for 44 percent of all persons received. 
There were 12,795 persons received under 
terms of supervised release this year, a 43 
percent increase over the 8,924 received in 
1991. Over the past few years, the rapid 
increase in persons received under terms of 
supervised release can be attributed prima- 
rily to provisions of the Sentencing Reform 
Act of 1984, which abolished parole. 

As a result of the Sentencing Reform 
Act of 1984 and the consequent Sentenc- 
ing Guidelines implemented in November 
1987, judges and magistrate judges must 
now sentence defendants to prison terms in 
many situations where: only a term of proba- 
tion may have been imposed in the past. 
One example is a defendant convicted of 
fraud of more than $120,000 with a Crimi- 
nal History Category | (the least serious), 
and who does not accept responsibility for 
the offense. Pefore the Sentencing Guide- 
lines, such a person could have been sen- 
tenced to either a term of pre bation or to 
prison. Under the Guidelines, this person 
would now be sentenced to prison followed 
in most cases by aterm of supervised release. 
Another example is someone convicted of 
unlawful manufacturing, importing, export- 
ing or trafficking of a controlled or illegal 
substance. A defendant convicted of traf 
ficking 8 grams of heroin, with a Criminal 
History Category | who refuses to accept 
responsibility for the offense, would be sen 
tenced under the Guidelines to 15-21 
months in prison as a first offender followed 
by aterm of supery ised rele ise. Before the 


Sentencing Guidelines, this person could 
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Table 17 
Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 


Received Removed 
Total Less Total Less Persons Under 
Year Total Transfers Total Transfers Supervision 
1988 46,033 37,909 43,736 35,612 76,366 
1989 45,691 37,637 39,906 31,852 77,335 
1990 46,328 38,825 43,055 35,552 80,592 
1991 47,720 40,779 44,640 36,768 83,012 
1992 49,102 41,392 47,332 39,385 85,920 
Percent 
Change’ 2.9 1.5 6.0 7.1 3.5 
“Percent Change 1992 over 1991 
Table 18 
Persons Under Supervision 
of the Federal Probation System by Type of Supervision 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 
Received For Supervision Under Supervision 
% % 
Change Change 
Type of Supervision 1991 1992 2/91 1991 1992 92/91 
Total (includes Transfers) 47,7 49,102 3 83,012 85,920 4 
District Judge Probation 12,654 12,067 -5 38,557 36,545 -5 
Magistrate Judge Probation 7,507 7,637 2 10,842 10,663 -2 
Parole 5,874 4,240 -26 12,793 11,352 -11 
Mandatory Release 3,446 2,591 -25 3,293 3,019 -8 
Military Parole 494 467 -6 792 812 3 
Special Parole 1,880 1,595 -15 4,786 4,167 -13 
Supervised Release 8,924 12,795 43 11,949 19,362 62 
Received by Transfer 6,941 7,710 1i 


have been sentenced either to probation or 
to prison, 

The number of persons removed from 
supervision (including transfers) increased 
6 percent in 1992 to 47,332. Appendix Table 
E-7 provides information on the total num- 
ber of persons removed from supervision for 
violating the conditions of their supervi- 
sion and those removed without having 
committed violations. In 1992, seventy-six 
percent of all persons in the U.S. Probation 
System were removed from supervision with- 
out having violated the conditions of their 
supervision, compared to 77 percent last 
year. A total of 21,277 persons (61 percent) 
served their full period of supervision, and 
another 4,602 persons (13 percent) were 
released from supervision early becaus. of 
good behavior. 

A smaller percentage of persons (8,470 
or 24 percent) were removed from supervi- 
sion because they violated the conditions of 
their supervision, essentially the same as 
last year’s 23 percent. Within that group are 
6,054 persons, 17 percent of all persons 
removed, who were removed for technical 
violations such as failing to report to the 
probation officer regularly or failing a peri- 
odic test for drug use. Another 1,739 (5 
percent) committed major violations, in- 
cluding felonies and serious misdemeanors; 
and 640 (2 percent) committed minor vio- 
lations such as drunk driving, disorderly 
conduct, or petty theft. 

The total number of persons removed 
from supervision was less than the number 
As a result, 85,920 


persons were under supervision on Septem- 


Of persons rec eived. 


ber 30, 1992, an increase of 4 percent over 
1991. Of the persons under supervision, 
only those serving military parole terms and 
supervised release terms increased, up 3 
percent and 62 percent, respectively. Per- 
sons under supervision from judge-imposed 
probation, magistrate judge-imposed_ pro- 
bation, parole, mandatory release and spe- 
cial parole decreased. Despite 4 years of 
declining numbers, the largest group of per- 
sons under supervision, 43 percent, is still 


probationers serving terms imposed by dis- 
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trict judges. Persons under terms of super- 
vised release accounted for 23 percent of all 
those under supervision on September 30, 
1992, up from 14 percent in 1991 and 8 
percent in 1990, 

Appendix Table E-3 shows that of the 
85,920 persons under supervision on Sep- 
tember 30, 1992, defendants convicted of 
fraud accounted for 21 percent (18,250) 
and narcotics offenders another 19 percent 
(16,470). Other large groups of offenders 
were convicted of murijuana (8 percent), 
larceny (7 percent), and embezzlement 
charges (7 percent). Of the 1,867 persons 
under supervision who have been convicted 
of immigration offenses, 29 percent (546 
persons) are in Texas, Southern. 


Investigative Reports 


Probation offices prepared 174,214 in- 
vestigative reports this year, up 7 percent 
over last year. Together, presentence re- 
ports and collateral reports for other dis- 
tricts comprise 48 percent of the total re- 
ports prepared. Alleged violation reports 
increased 14 percent to 23,975 and supervi- 
sion reports continued to climb, up 7 per- 
cent to 31,339. Table 19 contains summary 
data on investigative reports filed in 1991 
and 1992. 


Pretrial Services 


Pretrial services officers (PSOs) pre- 
pare reports for Article III judges and mag- 
istrate judges in U.S. district courts to use in 
deciding whether to detain or release defen- 
dants before trial. In 38 districts, pretrial 
services officers handle this task indepen- 
dently; probation officers conduct investi- 
gations and prepare these reports in the 
remaining districts. 

This year, 58,098 pretrial services act 
cases were activated, an increase of 6 per- 
cent over the previous 12 month period. 
Cases activated that involved complaints 
(usually misdemeanors) initially brought 
before U.S. magistrate judges grew by 4 


f 
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Table 19 


investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 


Type of Investigation 


Total 

Presentence Reports 

Collateral for Another District 
Postsentence for Institution 

Pretransfer (Probation and Parole) 
Alleged Violation (Probation and Parole) 


Pre-release for a Federal! 
Military Institution 


Special Regarding a 
Prisoner in Confinement 


Furlough and Work-Release 
Reports for Bureau of 
Prisons Institutions 


Supervision Reports 


Parole Revocation 


Percent 

1991 1992 Change 
162,294 174,214 7.3 
44 226 48 267 9.1 
32,240 34,747 7.8 
1,072 1,300 21.3 
7,471 7,673 2.7 
21,082 23,975 13.7 
11,393 11,457 0.6 
8,666 8,839 2.0 
4,367 4022 -7.9 
29,206 31,339 7.3 
2,571 2,595 0.9 


percent. Another 27,205 cases involved 
charges brought by information or indict- 
ment, an increase of 10 percent over 1991. 

In 1992, the percentage of all pretrial 
reports written in the prebail period re- 
mained high at 88 percent, one percentage 
point greater than the previous year. These 
51,267 prebail reports were 7 percent more 
than the 47,786 written in 1991. Despite an 
increasing caseload, the 


Because interviews with defendants 
provide much of the information that is 
contained in pretrial services (bail) reports, 
pretrial service officers try to hold confer- 
ences with as meny defendants as possible. 
In 1992, pretrial se vices officers interviewed 
49,368 defendant: , an increase of 5 percent 
over 1991. Two exceptions to the high 
pretrial interview rate of 85 percent were 
the districts of North Carolina, Eastern 


operational! goal of early 
intervention by pretrial 
staff continues to be 
achieved. Reports com- 
pleted after the initial ap- 


pearance hearing in- Type of Report 
creased 4 percent to 4,275, Prebail 

while other types of re- Peat 

ports and cases where no 

reports were written de- Other 

clined slightly. Table 20 No Report 


provides a summary of pre- 
trial reports and cases ac- Activated 
tivated for fiscal year 1991 


and fiscal year 1992. 


Total Released on Supervision 


Pretnal Diversion Cases 


Total Pretria! Cases Activated 


Table 20 
Summary of Pretrial Reports 
Fiscal Years 1991 and 1992 
Percent 
1991 1992 Change 
47,786 51,267 73 
4,120 4275 3.8 
682 612 -10.3 
2,066 1,944 59 
2,458 2,380 2 
54,664 58,098 6.3 
22,185 24,013 82 
suincieteineuniintnn f+ ‘oe 
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(NC,E) and California, Southern (CA,S). 
The 18 percent interview rate in NC,E 
stems from a district court rule requiring 
that an attorney be present when a defen- 
dant is interviewed by a pretrial officer. 
Next year this district’s interview rate will 
probably be closer to the national figure as 
the rule was dropped in August 1992 at the 
urging of the pretrial services office. 

CA,S’s low interview rate of 22 per- 
cent reflects the refusal of many defendants 
(44 percent) to be interviewed, and to a 
lesser extent, a shortage of staff to hold 
interviews in the district that has the nation’s 
largest number of cases activated. Public 
defenders in this district have also urged 
their clients to decline interviews out of fear 
that information gathered during the inter- 
view could be used to calculate a stricter 
sentence should the client be found guilty. 

The low interview rate in CA,S has 
given the district the country’s highest de- 
tention rate for defendants who are not able 
to make bail. In fiscal year 1992 this figure 
was 57 percent, virtually unchanged from 
the 56 percent in 1991. Nationwide, only 8 
percent of defendants were detained in 1992 
because they were unable to make bail. 
Although pretrial officers do acquire per- 
sonal information on defendants in the ab- 
sence of interviews, they have little success 
with illegal aliens who are a disproportion- 
ately high percentage of defendants inCA,S. 
This lack of information, taken together 
with the illegal status of many defendants 
and the high bonds requested by prosecu- 
tors, elevates the detention rate in CA,S. 
Texas, Southern and Florida, Southern, two 
other districts with large numbers of illegal 
alien/drug offense cases also have relatively 
high percentages of defendants detained 
because they are unable to make bail (30 
and 20 percent, respectively) though in 
neither case does refusal to be interviewed 
play a significant role. 

In NC,E, where the interview rate was 
also low, the detention rate for defendants 
unable to make bail was less than 1 percent 
in 1992. The release rate was 77 percent, 


well above the natio.al figure of 46 percent. 
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The high release rate, despite the lack of 
interviews, results from pretrial office con- 
tacts with friends and family of the client 
and use of court records, and to the large 
number of minor offenses, such as drunk 
driving, that comes from having a large 
military installation in the district. 

There were 2,380 pretrial diversion 
cases activated in fiscal year 1992, a de- 
crease of 3 percent from 1991. Pretrial 
diversion is a period of supervision proposed 
by the U.S. attorney and agreed to by the 
defendant in lieu of having charges pursued 
in federal court; charges against the defen- 
dant are usually dropped as a part of these 
agreements. Each arrangement is tailored 
to the individual and the nature of the 
offense. If the defendant breaks the terms of 
the agreement (e.g., someone accused of 
fraud failing to provide restitution) then 
the case is brought to court for prosecution. 
Pretrial diversion cases by district and other 
statistics associated with pretrial services 
are provided in the H series of the Appendix 
tables. 


Substance Abuse 
Identification and Treatment 
Services 


Substance abuse treatment services 
are provided to federal offenders on a con- 
tract basis or on anon-contract basis when 
the probation office can provide the service 
directly. As shown in Table 21 the number 
of drug dependent clients has increased in 
each of the past 4 years; the 1992 total is 56 
percent higher than the number of offend- 
ers treated in 1988. Offenders receiving 
contract treatment services accounted for 
58 percent of all 1992 clients compared to 
52 percent in 1988. The number of alcohol 
dependent clients receiving treatment in 
the past five years is displayed in Table 22. 
The total has increased 46 percent from 
3,198 in 1988 to 4,667, with most of thi 
gain attributable to the increase in con:. ict 
clients which has almost tripled trom 754 in 
1988 to 1,914. 


intervening events. Oth- 


Table 21 erwise, they shall appoint 
Drug Dependent Clients al ' 

Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 OGSR Cae ay 
vestigate the allegations in 
Type of Service 1988 1989 1990 1991 1g92* ~—« the complaint on behalf 
of the judicial council. 
Contract 6.377 7,335 9338 9638 11,192  Thejudicial councils (and 
Non-Contract 5870 7,254 7,926 6572 7,960 the national courts) are 
granted power to take ap- 
Total 12,247 14,589 17,264 18,377 19,152 propriate action, except 
that in no circumstances 
* Twelve-month period ending June 30, 1992. may they order the removal 
from office of a judge ap- 
Table 22 pointed to serve during 
Alcohol Dependent Clients good behavior under Ar- 
Fiscal Years 1988 through 1992 ticle Ill of the Constitu- 

tion. 
Type of Service 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992" The disposition of 
complaints is not judicially 
Contract 754 877 1,059 1,451 1,914 reviewable on appeal (as 
Non-Contract 2444 2,380 2721 2,597 12,753 ~~ #«xprovided by Section 
Total 3198 3257 3,780 4048 ager —/2(c)(10)). The com- 


* Twelve-month period ending June 30, 1992. 


plainant or the judicial of- 
ficer, however, may peti- 
tion tie judicial council 


REPORT OF COMPLAINTS 
AND ACTION TAKEN 
UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. 
SECTION 372(c) 


Any  erson alleging that a judge of 
the United States, a bankrupt: y judge, or a 
magistrate judge has engaged in conduct 
prejudicial to the effective and expedirious 
administration of the business of the courts, 
or that such officer cannot discharge all the 
duties of the office because of physical or 
mental disability, may file a complaint with 
the clerk of the court of appeals for that 
circuit or applicable national court (Title 
28 U.S.C. Section 372(c)). Such com- 
plaints are imitially reviewed by the chief 
judge, who may dismiss the complaint it it is 
not in compliance with the filing provisions 
of Section 372(c); is directly related to the 
merits of a judicial decision; or is frivolous. 
Chief judges may also conclude the pro- 
ceeding if corrective action has been taken 


or ifaction isno \ mvger necessary hec ause of 
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for review of any order of a 
chief judge dismissing a complaint. Peti- 
tions may also be made to the Judicial Con- 
ference for review of judicial council orders 
issued after a special committee investiga- 
tion. The Conference is permitted to act on 
such pet tions directly or toestablish astand- 
ing committee to take final action on its 
behalf. Under this authority, the Chief 
Justice has appointed the Judicial Confer- 
ence Committee to Review Circuit Council 
Conduct and Disability Orders, consisting 
of four judges, who act for the Conference in 
its review responsibility under Section 
372(c)(10). 

The number of complaints filed against 
judicial officers tose to 36» during the year 
ended September 30, 1992, a 4 percent 
increase over 199]. Of the 13 circuits and 
2 national courts, 6 reported an increase in 


J 


compiaints filed; 8 reported a Jecrease in 


filings; and ! rei :cined «* i st year’s level. 
The Sixth and Eighth Ce cuits, with 51 
complaints cach, reported the greatest num 
ber o: complainzs tiles this year. The in- 

1 


crease in the Sixth Circuit was numerically 
significant, as complaints jumped from 33 
in 1991 to 51 in 1992. The primary ree on 
for these increases was the filing of multiple 
complaints by several prison inmates and 
litigants. The Ninth Circuit reported the 
next highest number of new complaints 
with 49; the level of filings in this Circuit in 
1992 was stable compared with last year’s 
total of 48 complaints filed. The Ninth 
Circuit consistently has one of the largest 
numbers of complaints because it has 
more judicial officers than any other 
circuit. Once again, no complaints were 
filed with the Court of International Trade. 
Table 23 summarizes judicial complaint 
activity from 1988 through 1992. Each 
individual complaint may involve multiple 
allegations against numerous judicial offic- 
ers. The allegations most often identified 
were prejudice/bias, and abuse of judicial 


power. The majority of allegations, how- 
ever, were outside the jurisdiction of Title 
28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) and were found 
to be directly related to the merits of the 
court’s decision in the original case. Table 
24 provides judicial complaint activity by 
circuit during 1992. 

The number of complaints termi- 
nated dropped 8 percent in 1992 to 350. 
Due to the moderate increase in filings 
combined with a decrease in complaints 
terminated, there was a significant in- 
crease in the number of pending com- 
plaints. As of September 30, 1992, there 
were 101 complaints pending, an increase 
of 23 percent over last year. The Sixth 
Circuit had the largest number of pend- 
ing complaints on September 30, 1992. 

As in prior years, the majority of com- 
plaints (189 or 54 percent) were concluded 
by the chief judges. They dismissed 182 


Table 23 
Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending 


1988 


Filed 21 
Concluded 
By Chief Judges 18 


Dismissed 17 
Corrective Action Taken 
Withdrawn 


By Judicial Councils 4 


After Review of Chief Judge's Dismissal (3) 
Dismissed 3 
Action Taken 


Referred to Judicial Conference 


After Referrai by investigative Committee 
Dismissed 
Action Taken 


Referred to Judicial! Conference 
Pending 
(1)Revised 


(2)Percent not calculated on fewer than 10 cases 


(3)Petition for review of a chief judge's dismissai of a complaint 


7 
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Year Ended 
Year Ended June 30 September 30 
% 
Change(2) 
1989 1990(1) 1991(1) 1991 1992 1992/1991 
315 328 361 354 369 4.2 
277 319 314 379 350 7.7 
219 212 217 266 189 -28.9 
205 203 201 255 182 -28.6 
8 5 11 7 6 
6 4 ) 4 1 
SH 107 97 113 161 42.5 
56 107 97 113 158 39.8 
2 
2 1 
78 A7 134 R2 101 23.2 


Table 24 
Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
372(c) 1992 


Cireuit 
Summary of Activity Total Fed =D lst end ora 4in oth 66th 7th OBth 
Complaints Pending on 
September 30, 1991" 82 | 10 4 3 5 / j 
Complaints Filed 369 «15 1 18 34 39 21 36 «CO 7 51 
Complaint Type 
Written by Complainant 9 15 10 18 34 49 21 6 81 / 51 
On Order of Chiet Judge 
Officials Complained About"’ 
Judges 
Circuit 178 «#17 4 8 17 } 4 14 2 46 
District 152 1 O7 21 14 16 26 41 6 18 
National Courts 
Bankruptcy Judges 28 4 2 1 2 8 3 1 
Magistrate Judges 82 3 3 7 6 8 15 4 17 
Nature of Allegations*’ 
Mental Disability 28 & 2 5 2 1 6 
Physical Disability ! 1 
Demeanor 29 10 
Abuse of Judicial Power 125 1 4 28 1 10 1§ 3 3 21 
Prejudice/Bias 14) 5 25 1 139 «25 6 15 
Conflict of interest 13 1 2 4 1 
Bribery/Corruption 31 3 2 3 1 7 
Undue Decisional Delay 31 3 1 3 2 2 3 3 6 
Incompetence/Neglect 26 2 2 8 1 
Other 126 15 7 27 19 4 23 4 2 
Complaints Concluded 350 15 8 8 42 28 22 40 32 7 #60 
Action By Chief Judges 
Complaint Dismissed 
Not in Conformity With Statute! 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 
Directly Related to Decision 
or Procedural Ruling 157 #11 6 7 12 15 28 7 3 22 
Frivolous 14 2 2 1 6 
Appropriate Action Already Taken 6 1 1 
Action No Longer Necessary 
Because of intervening Events 
Complaint Withdrawn 1 1 
Subtotal 189 11 6 8 15 16 31 10 6 29 
Action By Judicial Councils 
Directed Chief District Judge to 
Take Action (Magistrate Judges 
only) 
Certified Disability . 
Requested Voluntary Retirement- 
Ordered Temporary Suspension 
of Case Assignments 
Privately Censured 
Publicly Censured 1 1 
Ordered Other Appropriate 
Action 
Dismissed the Complaint 160 4 8 2 34 13 6 8 2 1 21 
Referred Complaint to Judicial 
Conference 
Subtotal 161 4 8 2 34 13 6 9 22 1 21 
Complaints Pending 
on September 30, 1992 101 - 2 11 2 15 2 1 26 4 


FC - U.S. Court of Federal Claims 


CIT - U.S. Court of International Trade 
Revised 
Each complaint may involve multiple allegations against numerous judicial officers 
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complaints, ruling that 157 were directly 
related to the merits of a pudicial proceed 
ing, 14 were trivolous, and | 1 were not in 
conformance with the statute Appropt Kate 
action had already been taken in six com 
plaints, and one complaint was withdrawn 

The other 161 complaints were acted 
upon by the judicial councils of the circuits 
All but three « omplaints « ame tothe circuit 
councils by way of a petition for review by 
the complainant or judicial officer; three 
were forwarded by special investigative com 
mittees. The judicial councils dismissed 
158 petitions for review of a chief judge's 
dismissal. Two additional petitions were 
dismissed atter referral by special investiga 
tive committees. Inthe remaining case, the 
judicial council ordered that a judicial offi 
cer be publicly censured. 

The Judicial Conterence Committee 
to Review Circuit Council Conduct and 
Disability Orders under Section 372(c)(10) 
acted upon one petition previously reviewed 
by the Fitth Circuit Judicial Council under 
Section 372(c)(6). The Committee found 
the petition for review to be without merit 


and, therefore, dismissed it. 


REPORT OF FEES AND 
EXPENSES UNDER THE 
EQUAL ACCESS TO 
JuUsTICcE ACT 


The Equal Access 
To Justice Act 


The Equal Access to Justice Act 
(EAJA) lessens the financial burden on 
private parties who prevail against the U.S. 
Government in agency adversary adjudica- 
tions or non-tort civil actions by authoriz 
ing the award of attorney fees and expert 
witness fees. The EAJA also covers outlays 
for any study, analysis, engineering report, 
test, or project necessary in building a case. 
To be eligible for such an award, the party 
must prevail and meet certain financial 
requirements of the statute. Even when the 


private party prevails against the U.S. Gov 


CTrhinent Thee hot Pitaieye ti hy Pian itty 


eligible request for attormmey fee madother 
CAP CTI » Cal) hy rf nied thy (itt) 


demonstrate that if POsthlon Wal subst in) 


tially justified, Applications for fees may 


also be denied it the court finds that the 
private litigant used del Wing tactics or if 
special CITCUIISTEANCES CNIS which would 
make an awardunjust. Thisisthe eleventh 
report submitted by the Director in accor 
Title 28, USC 


dance with Section 


2412(d)(5) 


Summary and Analysis 
of 1992 Data 


Reversing a } year downward trend, 
the number of decisions on equal ACCESS 
applications in the federal courts increased 


| here 


were 273 dispositions in 1992, 3 percent 


slightly in 1992 compared to 199] 
higher than the 1991 figure. Approxi 
mately 92 percent (251) of the applications 
were decided in the U.S. district courts 
Three districts |New Jersey (58); Arkansas, 
Western (24); and Oregon (27)] accounted 
The U.S 


courts of appeals ruled on 11 equal access 


for 43 percent of all decisions 


applications, while the Court of Federal 
Claims disposed of 11 applications. Table 
25 summarizes equal access activity since 
1988 and Table 26 summarizes activity in 
1992. 

The vast majority of equal access ap 
plications were filed against the Depart 
ment of Health and Human Services (252 
or 92 percent). As in past years, nearly all 
ot these cases involved the determination 
of disability benefits under the Social Secu 
rity Act. The number of disputes over 
disability benefits declined from 1988 
through 1991 but increased slightly this 
Year. Fourteen other agencies were nm 
volved In aft le Ish Oe equ il access dec 1On 
in 199? 

As in prior years, most of the actions 
concluded this year (234 applications or &5 
percent) were original applications under 
Title 28 U.S.C. Sec 412 (ATA) 


after judgement avalinst th LS 


tion 
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Table 25 
Decisions on Equal Access 
to Justice Act Applications 
Year Ended June 1988 through 1991 
September 1991 through 1992 


Total 
Applications 

June 1988 521 
June 1989 920 
June 1990 426 
June 1991 281 
September 1991 264 
September 1992 273 
% Change 3.4 


1992 over 1991 


Applications Applications 
Denied Granted Total Awarded 

105 416 $2,027,977 
92 428 $1,884,578 
42 384 $2,218,556 
28 253 $1,233,487 
30 234 $1,174,952 
51 222 $1,261,822 
70.0 -5.1 7.4 


ment in a civil case. Another 14 percent 
(37 applications) were original applications 
under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412 (d)(3), 
after the court reviewed an agency decision. 
Two equal access applications were made 
after a petition for leave to appeal an admin- 
istrative agency's fee determination had 
been filed pursuant to Title 5 U.S.C. Sec- 
tion 504(c)(2). In both cases, the adminis- 
trative agency had denied a petition to 
The court 


denied these requests because they were not 


withdraw an export license. 


considered adversary proceedings pursuant 
to this statute. The court affirmed the 
agency's denial of attorney fees in both 
Cases. 

In 1992, the federal courts granted 
?)?) 


~~ ow oe 


(81 percent) requests for attorney 
fees and other expenses, awarding a to- 
tal of $1,261,822. This does not reflect the 
amount actually received by successful 
applicants since many awards are appealed 
and may then be altered. The vast major- 
ity (98 percent) of the total amount 


awarded was for attomey fees. The courts 
also awarded $28,206 for other expenses 
such as transportation and photocopying 
costs and $3,103 for expert witness fees. 
Of the 51 applications in which fees 
were denied, the majority (25 applica- 
tions) were denied because the court 
found the U.S. position “substantially justi- 
The 


courts denied 20 applications which were 


fied” as reasonable in law and fact. 


not timely filed; two applications were de- 
nied because the court determined they 
were not adversary proceedings pursuant 
to Title 5 U.S.C. Section 504(c)(2); an 
additional two applications were denied 
because the applicant was not the prevail- 
ing party; one application was denied be- 
cause it should have been filed under an- 
other fee shifting statute; and one applica- 
tion was denied because its breach of fidu- 
ciary duty claim was determined to be a 
tort action. All tort actions are excluded 
from coverage of the Equal Access to 
Justice Act. 
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Table 26 
Decisions on Applications for Equal Access to Justice Act Awards By Type of Court and Agency 


Appkcations Dened 
Total 
Fees and 
Total EApenses 
Cour’ Agency Applications = Number Claimed 
Tow 273 51 $1,142,612 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Department of Health and Human Service ? 2 26, 489 
Department of Labor 1 1 261,200 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ! 1 7,647 
Environmental Protection Agency ! 193,195 
Office of Workers Compensation Program 1 
Court of Federal Claims 
Department of Agriculture 2 1 10,735 
Department of Air Force 1 
Department of the Army ' 
Department of Defense 4 3 36,011 
Department of interior 1 1 41,091 
Department of Navy 1 
Department of Treasury { 1 182 
U.S. District Courts 
Department of Defense 1 1 194,571 
Department of Health and Human Services 245 36 204,905 
Department of Transportation 1 
Environmental Protection Agency 1 1 7,490 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 1 1 133,838 
United States Forest Service 1 1 25,058 
United States Postal Service 1 


"A = Attorney Fees 

B = Study, Analysis, Engineering Report 

C = Expert Witness Fees 

D = Other, including photocopying costs, telephone expenses, and transportation costs 


JUDICIAL 
APPROPRIATIONS 
AND FINANCE 


Budget Authority 
for Fiscal Year 1992 


The Judiciary Appropriations Act 
(Public Law 102-140), approved October 
28, 1991, provided fiscal year 1992 appro- 
priations for the judiciary. Budget authority 
was $2,305,852,000, exclusive of the Su- 


1992 


Applications Granted Nature and Amount of Awards’ 
Total 
Fees and Total 
Expenses Amount 
Number Claimed Awarded A 8 C D 
222 $1,755,163 $1,261,622 $1,290,513 0 $3,103 = $28,206 
5 36,001 32,806 24,286 8,520 
1 15,241 13,463 13,463 
1 141,609 69,623 60,623 
1 112,436 109,846 109,846 
1 63,540 41,879 41,879 
1 114,347 34,842 34,842 
1 123,645 44,938 44,133 805 
209 1,024,903 804,297 830,624 2,037 7,436 
1 121,618 71,927 59,416 1,066 11,445 
1 2,823 2,201 2,201 


preme Court and the U.S. Sentencing Com- 
In addition, $34,049,000 in 
unobligated balances were carried forward 
into fiscal year 1992. These unobligated 
funds, along with an estimated $71,829,000 


in fee revenue were also available to offset 


mission. 


obligations. 

The Judiciary requested $31,250,000 
for payments to panel attorneys under the 
Criminal Justice Act and $300,000 for relief 
from damage caused by Hurricane Andrew 


The 


in a dire emergency supplemental. 


~ 


J 


supplemental was approved September 23, 
1992, (Public Law 102-368), and is avail 
able for obligation without fiscal year limi- 
tations. Total budget authority for fiscal 
year 1992, therefore, was $2,337,402,000. 
Table 27 displays the availability and distri- 
bution of funds by account for fiscal year 1992. 


BUDGET ESTIMATES 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1993 


On October 6, 1992, the President 
signed the Fiscal Year 1993 Appropriations 
Act (Public Law 102-395). This bill pro- 


vides $2,437,21 3,000, exclusive of the Su 
preme Courtandthe U.S, Sentencing Com 
mission. The judiciary’s request was re 
duced by $370,074,000 or about 13 percent 
The bill represents an increase of about 4.25 
percent over fiscal year 1992, An estimated 
$93,775,000 in civil filing fees, bankruptcy 
filing and noticing fees, and registry fund 
fees and other reimbursements may be 
added to arrive at the total fiscal year 1993 
budget authority. 

Table 28 provides a comparison of 
total budget authority for fiscal year 1992 
and fiscal year 1993, 


Table 27 


Fiscal Year 1992 
Statement of Appropriation Accounts for the Judiciary 
(Exclusive of the Supreme Court and Sentencing Commission) 
(Amounts in Thousands of Dollars) 


Appropriation Accounts 

Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Salaries and Expenses 

Court of International Trade 
Salaries and Expenses 


Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services 


Salaries and Expenses 
Defender Services 
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners 


Court Security 


Subtotal 


Administrative Office, U.S. Courts 


Salaries and Expenses 
Federal Judicial Center 
Salaries and Expenses 


Payment to Judiciary Trust Funds 


Grand Total 


Supplemental 
Appropriations 
Budget Total 
Authority Transfer New Budget 
1992 Authority Funding Authority 
$10,775 $0 $0 $10,775 
9,432 0 0 9,432 
1,875,000 0 300 1,875,300 
190,621 0 31,250 221,871 
70,000 0 0 70,000 
81,048 0 0 81,048 
2,216,669 0 31,550 2,248,219 
44,681 0 0 44,681 
17,795 0 0 17,795 
6,500 0 0 6,500 
$2,305,852 $0 $31,550 $2,337,402 


Totals exclude $34,049,000 in unobligated funds carried forward from 1991 


Totals also exclude the following amounts in fee revenues: 
1) $68,450,000 in salaries and expenses for the courts of appeals, district courts, and other judicial services, 


and 


2) $3,379,000 in salanes and expenses for the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts 
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Table 28 


Comparative Statement of Budget Authority for 


Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 


(Exclusive of the Supreme Court and Sentencing Commission) 
(Amounts in Thousands of Dollars) 


Budget Budget 
Authority Authority 
Appropriation Accounts 1992 1993 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Salaries and Expenses $10,775 $11,554 
Court of International Trade 
Salaries and Expenses 9,432 10,345 
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services 
Salaries and Expenses 1,875,300 1,979,000 
Defender Services 221,871 215,121 
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners 70,000 68 820 
Court Security 81,048 81,253 
Subtotal 2,248,219 2,344,194 
Administrative Office, U.S. Courts 
Salaries and Expenses 44 681 45,100 
Federal Judicial Center 
Salaries and Expenses 17,795 17,500 
Payment to Judiciary Trust Funds 6,500 8,520 
Grand Total $2,337 402 $2 437,213 


An estimated $90,100,000 and $3,675,000 may be added to calculate the total 1993 budget for salaries 
and expenses accounts for the courts of appeals, district courts, and other judicial services and the 


Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. 


FINANCIAL LOSSES 
AND IRREGULARITIES 


During fiscal year 1992, the Audit 
Office worked on the resolution of 44 finan- 
cial irregularities totalling $98,513. (Nine 
of the irregularities remained open from 
the prior reporting period and 35 were 
reported by the courts during fiscal year 
1992.) The majority of the funds lost re- 
sulted from two irregularities involving 
the embezzlement of over $80,000. Other 


irregularities involved thefts, unexplained 


losses of funds, collection of counterfeit 


bills, duplicate payments and improper 
payments for bottled water when potable 
water was available. 

Of the 43 irregularities, 36 have been 
resolved as follows: relief was granted 
in 17 cases ($3,955.50); recovery of lost 
funds was made in 18 cases ($44,875.77) 
and the amount lost was unrecoverable in 
one case ($69.00). On September 30, 1992, 
seven irregularities totalling $49,681.82 
remained unresolved. The Audit Office 
is continuing to work with the courts on 


resolution of those matters. 


REGISTRY FUNDS 
Statement of Accounts 


On September 30, 1992, there was a 
rotal of $1,783,615,003 on deposit in regis 
try accounts held by the courts; $78,394,175 
was held by bankruptey courts (Appendix 
lable R-2) and $1,705,220,831 was held by 
district Courts (Appendix Table R-1). This 
represents an increase of 22 percent over 
the total of $1,458,530,312 on deposit on 
June 30, 1991, 


Registry Fees 


Registry fees collected for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 1992 totalled 
$3,891,341. This is an increase of $403,113 
or 11.6 percent from the total collected in 
fiscal year 1991. The increase in fees col- 
lected is attributed to the collection of fees 
in several large cases. In February 1992, the 
10 percent fee was lowered in cases where 
the amounts on deposit exceed the 
$100,000,000 level and in certain cases 
where the sums are held in trust for a time 
exceeding 5 years. 

The fees collected are credited to a 
special fund which is appropriated to the 
Judiciary to be used to reimburse Judiciary 
Appropriations for amounts paid out for 
expenses of the courts of appeals, district 
courts and other judicial services and the 


Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. 


PERSONNEL 
OF THE JUDICIARY 


The total number of individuals em- 
ployed by the federal judiciary, excluding 
the Supreme Court, increased from 24,642 
on September 30, 1991, to 27,431 on Sep- 
tember 30, 1992, up 11 percent. The great- 
est increases in personnel occurred within 
the bankruptcy clerks’ and probation of- 
fices. The number of employees in the 
clerks’ offices of the U.S. bankruptcy courts 
increased by 18 percent while the number of 
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employees on probation staffs increased | 
percent Employes sot the US, Sentencin 
(‘ommission (see Tithe 28 U.S.C). Seetion 
991) are included tor a second time in out 
total personnel figures. Table 29 provick 
a detailed summary of the allocation. ot 


personnel within the Federal Judiciary 


Status of Article III 
Judgeships 


On September 40), 1992, the re were | | 
vacancies among the 179 judgeships autho 
rized tor the U.S. courts of appeals. How 
ever, 7 of these vacancies were new Post 
1990, by the 
Federal Judgeship Act of 1990. In addition 


tions created December 1, 


to these seven New pr SITIONS, } vacanci 
have existed for more than 18 months, on 
each in the Third, Fifth and Eleventh Cir 
cuits. The vacane yin the Eleventh Circui 
is the longest at three years. 

Inthe U.S. district courts, on Septem 
ber 30, 1992, there were 84 vacancies amon: 
the 649 positions authorized. New posi 
tions created by the Federal Judgeship Ac! 
of 1990 accounted tor 26 of these vacancies 
Twelve of the other 58 vacancies have ex 
isted for more than 18 months. The tw 
longest vacancies are in the Southern | is 
trict of New York (vacant since Novemb« 
1988) and the Western District of Pennsy! 
vania (vacant since December 1988). 

In addition to the active judges, 73 
senior appeals judges and 224 senior district 
judges were providing service to the Judi 
Table 34 
gives the status of judgeship positions for 
1988 through 1991 on June 30th of each 


year. For 1992, the data reflects informa 


ciary on September 30, 1992. 


tion as of September 30, 1992. 


Status of Bankruptcy 
Judge Appointments 


Toward the end of the year, the num 
ber of authorized bankruptcy judgeship po 
sitions was increased from 291 to 326. This 


was a result of The Bankruptcy Judgeshiy 


Table 20 
Personnel in the Federal Judiciary 


on September 30, 1901 and 1992 
Personnel 1991 1992 Personnel 1991 1992 
Ciroull and District Courts 
TOTAL PERSONNEL’ 24,642 27,431 Cwout Executives 12 12 
Staff to Circuit Executives 107 119 . 
Ciroult and District Judges and Stafi District Court E xecutives 4 4 . 
Active Ciroult Judges 154 16! Staff to District Court Executives ? 7 
Active District Judges** 5a 564 Senior Staff Attomeys 12 12 
Retired Cwroul and District Judges M7 384 Supervisory Staff Attorneys 2 29 
Secretaries to Circuit and District 
Active Judges 902 915 Stafl Attorneys 162 232 
Secretaries to Cirouit and District 
Retired Judges 279 308 Librarians and Stafi 264 270 
Law Clerks to Active Judges 1,504 1,725 Nurses 1 2 
Law Clerks to Retired Judges 453 486 Court Interpreters 48 54 
Totats 4,261 4,533 Court Reporters 587 610 
Land Commissioners 189 166 
Bankruptcy Court Jury Commissioners and Staff 16 7 
Bankruptcy Judges 298 294 Court Criers » 17 
Secretaries to Bankruptcy Judges m2 300 Court Secretaries and Other Court Staff 9 G2 
Law Clerks to Bankruptcy Judges 335 371 Other Personnel Clerks’ Offices 5,081 5,519 
Bankruptcy Administrators and Staff ca 51 Totals 6,622 7,152 
Other Personnel in Clerks' Offices 4,504 5,316 Federal Public Defender Offices 
Totats 5,481 6,332 Federal Public Defenders & Assistants 515 622 
Staff to Federal Public Defenders 282 312 
Magistrate Judge Offices Totals 797 943 
Magistrate Judges 476 475 Probation and Pretrial Services Offices 
Secretanes to Magistrate Judges 318 353 Probation Officers 2,802 3,316 
Law Clerks to Magistrate Judges 313 358 Probation Officer Assistants 4A 45 
Clerical Assistants to Magistrate Judges 11 b Pretrial Services Officers 329 439 
Totals 1,118 1,192 Probation Clerks 1,752 1,627 
Pretrial Services Clerks 205 260 
National Court Judges and 
Supporting Personnel Totals 5,132 5,887 
Staff of the Judicial Panel 
National Judges 2B 23 on Multi-District Litigation 1 17 
Supporting Personnel of the Staft of the Administrative Office 
National Courts 141 144 of the United States Courts 818 949 
Totals 164 167 Staff of the Federal Judicial Center 123 155 
United States Sentencing Commission 115 104 
* Excludes Supreme Court Personnel 


** Includes Territorial Judges 


Status of Judgeship Positions 
1988 through 1992 (1) 


U.S. Courts of Appeals (2) 


Authorized Senior 
Year Judgeships Vacancies Judges (3) 


1988 168 10 50 
1989 168 12 57 
1990 168 10 63 
1991 179 24 66 
1992 179 17 73 


U.S. District Courts 


Authorized Senior 
Judgeships Vacancies Judges (4) 
575 28 178 
575 36 190 
575 34 201 
649 112 204 
649 84 224 


(1) For years 1988 through 1991, data as of June 30. Data for 1992 is as of September 30. 
(2) Positions in the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit are included. 


(3) Sitting senior judges who participated in appeals dispositions. 
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Act of 1992, which the President signed 
August 26, 1992. Text Tables 31 and 32 
summarize the status of Bankruptcy judge- 
ship positions authorized and the new posi- 
tions created in 1992. 

This Act has introduced, for the first 
time, the concept of a temporary judgeship 
to the United States bankruptcy courts. 
Ten temporary judgeships were created, each 
subject to a sunset provision. Specifically, 
the first bankruptcy judge vacancy occur- 
ring in a district having a temporary judge- 
ship resulting from the death, retirement, 


resignation, or removal of a bankruptcy 
judge, and occurring five years or more after 
the date of enactment is not to be filled. In 
the case of a vacancy resulting from the 
expiration of a bankruptcy judge’s term, the 
judge shall be eligible for reappointment in 
that district. 

The 35 judgeships were authorized by 
the Act, but not funded. Attempts will be 
made to secure funding through a supple- 
mental appropriation in fiscal year 1993. 

As of September 30, 1992, four bank- 
ruptcy judgeship positions were vacant. 


Table 31 
Status of Bankruptcy 
Judgeship Positions 
Authorized Recalled 
Year Judgeships Vacancies Judges 
1988 284 4 15 
1989 284 2 12 
1990 291 2 13 
1991 291 4 10 
1992 326" 4 12 


* 35 positions authorized by Public Law 102-361 have not been funded. 


Table 32 
Bankruptcy Judgeships Created 
by P.L. 102-361 

Number 

District of Judgeships 
Alabama (N) 1T 
Arizona 2 
California (C) 2 
Colorado 1T 
Connecticut 1 
Delaware 1T 
Florida (M) 4 
Florida (S) 2 
Georgia (N) 2 
Georgia (M and S) 1 
Illinois (S) 1T 
Maryland 1 
Massachusetts 1 
New Hampshire 1T 
New Jersey 1 
New York (S) 2 
North Carolina (M) 1T 
Pennsylvania (E) 2 
Puerto Rico 1T 
South Carolina 1T 
Tennessee (E) 1T 
Tennessee (M) 1 
Tennessee (W) 1 
Texas (N) 1 
Texas (W) 1T 
Virginia (E) 1 


T = temporary judgeships 


These 4 positions, not including the newly 
authorized 35 positions, are located in the 
Central District of California, the North- 
ern District of California, the District of 
Massachusetts, and the District of New Jer- 


sey. 


REPORT ON THE 
PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND 
AND QUALIFICATIONS OF 
MAGISTRATE ] UDGES 


The Magistrate Judges Division con- 
tinued to administer the magistrate judge 
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merit selection and appointment process to 
ensure compliance with the procedures man 
dated by the Federal Magistrates Act of 
1979 and the regufations promulgated by 
the Judicial Conference. During the year, 
94 full-time magistrate judges were ap- 
pointed, including 40 reappointments. Of 
the 54 new appointments, 27 were for newly 
created positions. During the same period 
46 individuals were appointed to part-time 
magistrate judge positions, including | 1 new 
appointments and 35 reappointments. 

Among the new appointments made 
during the year, the average age of the full- 
time appointees was 47 and that of the part- 
time magistrate judges was 50. New full- 
time magistrate judges had been members of 
the bar for an average of 19 years; part-time 
magistrate judges averaged 22 years of bar 
membership. Of the new full-time magis- 
trate judges, twenty-seven had been in pri- 
vate practice, one had prior experience as a 
full-time magistrate judge, eight had prior 
experience as part-time magistrate judges, 
eleven had served as state court judges, four 
had served as assistant U.S. attorneys, one 
had served as an assistant federal public 
defender, and two had served as clerks of 
cour%t. 

Through its September 1992 session, 
the Judicial Conference has authorized 374 
new full-time magistrate judge positions, 
100 part-time positions, and 5 combination 
positions. In the last year, seven retired 
magistrate judges served on a recalled basis 
pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(h). 
Table 33 provides a summary of the number 
of magistrate judge positions authorized by 


the Judicial Conference since 1973. 


JUDICIAL SURVIVORS’ 


ANNUITIES SYSTEM 
(JSAS) 


During 1992, a total of 1,950 judicial 
officers were enrolled in the Judicial Survi- 
vors’ Annuities System (JSAS), 13 percent 
increase from the 1,887 reported in 199] 
(see Table 34). The percent of participants 


continued to decline from 58 percent in 


Tabie 33 
U.S. Magistrate Judge Positions 
Authorized by the Judicial Conference 
1973 through 1992 


Full- Part- Combi- 
Year Total Time Time nation 
1973 Spring... 567 103 447 17 
Fall..... 542 112 414 16 
1974 Spring... 541 112 411 18 
Fall... 482 130 336 16 
1975 Spring... 487 133 337 17 
Fall..... 482 143 322 17 
1976 Spring... 482 150 316 16 
Fali..... 483 159 306 18 
1977 Spring... 487 164 305 18 
Fall..... 484 166 300 18 
1978 Spring... 487 176 290 21 
Fall..... 486 187 278 21 
1979 Spring... 488 196 271 21 
Fall..... 485 201 264 20 
1980 Spring... 488 204 263 21 
Fall... 495 210 263 22 
1981 Spring... 490 217 253 20 
Fall... 489 219 250 20 
1982 Spring... 483 223 241 19 
Fail... 482 228 238 16 
1983 Spring... 475 238 224 13 
Fall... 476 248 217 11 
1984 Spring... 456 253 190 13 
Fall... 461 262 187 12 
1985 Spring... 466 272 182 12 
Fall... 467 277 179 11 
1986 Spring... 466 280 176 10 
Fall... 464 284 170 10 
1987 Spring... 466 292 164 10 
Fall... 464 292 163 9 
1988 Spring 469 294 166 9 
Fall..... 471 300 162 9 
1989 Spring... 476 307 160 9 
Fall... 480 313 158 9 
1990 Spring 483 323 152 8 
Fall... 483 329 146 8 
1991 Spring... 475 345 124 6 
Fall... 472 354 112 6 
1992 Spring... 479 369 104 6 
5 


Fall..... 479 374 100 


| 
| 
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Judicial Officials 


Onthe  Partici-  Percent- 
Year Rolls pating age 
1988 1,064 570 53 
1989 1,218 712 58 
1990 1,825 724 40 
1991 1,887 709 38 
1992° 1,950 656 34 


* 1988-1991 are as of June 30; 


Table 34 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System 
1988 through 1992 


Survivor Annuitants 


Average 

Spouses Children Annuity 
194 3 17,812 
194 3 18,324 
208 3 20,773 
208 2 25,768 
205 2 29,596 


1992 represents data as of September 30. 


1989 to 34 percent this year. The number 
of survivor annuitants increased moder- 
ately from 197 in 1988 to 207 in 1992. 
The JSAS investment holdings, par 
amount and interest rates as of September 


30, 1992 are listed in Table 35. The JSAS 
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receipts, disbursements and balances from 
1988 through 1992 are displayed in Table 
36. Tables 37, 38 and 39 provide similar 
information on the Judicial Officers’ Re- 
tirement Fund and the Court of Federal 
Claims Judges Retirement Fund. 


Ie. 


Table 35 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuity Fund 
INVESTMENTS HOLDINGS AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1992 


TYPE OF INVESTMENT ote ll INTEREST RATE PAR AMOUNT 
Treasury Bonds 02/15/95 3.000 $51,000 
Treasury Bonds 11/15/98 3.500 113,500 
Treasury Bonds 05/15/89-94 4.125 167,000 
¢ Treasury Bonus 05/15/93-98 7.000 195,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/02-07 7.625 18,305,000 
MK Bonds 08/15/93 8.000 3,065,000 
MK Bonds 08/15/99 8.000 3,831,000 
MK Bonds 05/15/00-05 8.250 1,144,000 
MK Bonds 08/15/95-00 8.375 46,552,000 
Treasury Bonds 05/15/94-99 8.500 4,309,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/94 9.000 4,832,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/06 9.375 13,023,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/04-09 10.375 2,082,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/07-12 10.375 11,561,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/03 10.750 2,125,000 
MK Bonds 08/15/03 11.125 3,542,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/04 11.625 3,874,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/01 11.750 2,676,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/05-10 11.750 866,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/03 11.875 4,383,000 
MK Bonds 05/15/05 12.000 17,112,000 
MK Bonds 05/15/04 12.375 3,229,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/05-10 12.750 7,879,000 
MK Bonds 05/15/01 13.125 1,480,000 
MK Bonds 05/15/09-14 13.250 2,579,000 
MK Bonds 08/15/01 13.375 3,134,000 
MK Bonds 08/15/04 13.750 3,645,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/06-11 14.000 2,084,000 
MK Bonds 02/15/02 14.250 3,342,000 
MK Bonds 11/15/01 15.750 8,372,000 
TOTAL $179,552,500 
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Table 36 


Judicia! Survivors’ Annuities System 
Receipts, Disbursements, and Balances 


1988 through 1992 
{in Thousands of Dollars) 


Judical Survivors' Annuity Fund 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 
Balance on October 1 
investments (Face Amount) 118,654 128,356 140,318 152,324 163,998 
Undisbursed Balance 480 746 271 234 628 
Balance on October 1 119,134 129,102 140,589 152,558 164,626 
Receipts 
Direct Anrronriation (P.L. 95-26) - - 2,500 - - 
Salary Deductions 2,604 2,804 3,211 3,978 4,265 
Ager Cortributions : - ° . . 
Service Credit Payments 11 302 89 38 20 
Interest on Investments 12,552 13,694 14,889 16,242 17,692 
Discounts on Investments (Net) (1,398) (855) (2,917) (2,305) (715) 
Total Receipts 13,769 15,945 17,772 17,951 21,262 
Disbursements 
Payments to Annuitants 3,360 4,224 5,013 5,321 5,669 
Death Claims 7 3 11 65 191 
Refunds 302 50 493 364 0 
Accrued Interest Purchases 132 181 286 133 168 
Total Disbursements 3,801 4,458 5,803 5,883 6,028 
Balance on September 30 
Investments (Face Amount) 128,356 140,318 152,324 163,998 179,553 
Undisbursed Balance 746 271 234 628 307 
Balance on September 30 129,102 140,589 152,558 164,626 179, 66% : 
a 


Table 37 
Judicial Officers’ Retirement Fund 
Investment Holdings As of September 30, 1992 


Type of Date of Maturity Interest Rate Par Amount 

Investment 

MK Notes 01/31/93 7,.0000% $4,185,000 

MK Notes 08/15/93 8.0000% $4,940,000 

MK Bonds 11/15/94 10.1250% $4,638,000 

Total $13,763,000 
Table 38 


Judicial Officers’ Retirement Fund 
Receipts, Disbursements, and Balances 1989 through 1992 


(In Thousands of Dollars) 
Judical Officers’ Retirement Fund 1989 1990 1991 1992 
Balance on October 1 
Investments (Face Amount) 0 1,943 5,818 9,678 
Undisbursed Balance 0 193 138 191 
Balance on October 1 0 2,136 5,956 9,869 
Receipts 
Direct Appropriation (P.L. 95-26) 2,300 3,986 5,000 6,000 
Salary Deductions 45 127 170 214 
Agency Contributions 0 0 0 0 
Service Credit Payments 0 282 136 157 
Interest on Investments 0 112 786 1,753 
Discounts on Investments (Net) (55) (77) (471) (832) 
Total Receipts 2,290 4,584 5,621 7,292 
Disbursements 
Payments to Annuitants 53 763 1,351 2,909 
Death Claims 0 0 0 0 
Refunds 0 0 0 5 
Accrued Interest Purchases 102 0 356 341 
Total Disbursements 155 763 1,707 3,255 
Balance on September 30 
Investments (Face Amount) 1,943 5,818 9,678 13,763 
Undisbursed Balance 193 138 191 143 
Balance on September 30 2,136 5,956 9.869 13,906 
” 
a 
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Table 39 
Court of Federal Claims Judges Retirement Fund 
Receipts, Disbursements, and Balances 
1992 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


Court of Federal Claims Judges Retirement Fund 1992 
Balance on October 1 
investments (Face Amount) 0 
Undisbursed Balance 0 
Palance on October 1, 1991 0 
Receipts 
Direct Appropriation (P.L. 95-26) 500 
Salary Deductions 0 
Agency Contributions 0 
Service Credit Payments 0 
Interest on Investments 0 
Discounts on Investments (Net) 0 
Total Receipts 500 
Disbursements 
Payments to Annuitants 154 
Death Claims 0 
Refunds 0 
Accrued Interest Purchased 0 
Total Disbursements 154 


Balance on September 30, 1992 


Investments (Face Amount) 0 
Undisbursed Balance 346 
Balance on September 30 346 
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Table S-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals - Appeals Terminated on the Merits After Oral Hearing or Submission on Brief: 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| AFTER ORAL HEARING AFTER SUBMISSION ON BRIEFS 


| 
| | 
| | | 
| Percent | 
Total | Total | of Total | 


| | Percent 
Circuit En Banc Panel | Total of Total = En Banc Panel 

Total 23,597 10,362 43.9 81 10,281 13,235 56.1 13 13,222 
D.C 723 386 53.4 4 382 337 46.6 . 337 
First 767 489 63.8 3 486 278 36.2 278 
Second 1,500 1,072 71.5 ? 1,070 428 28.5 - 428 
Third 1,671 521 31.2 7 514 1,150 68.8 - 1,150 
Fourth 2,140 849 39.7 10 839 1,291 60.3 - 1,291 
Fifth 3,020 888 29.4 15 873 2,132 70.6 1 2,131 
Sixth 2,139 1,101 51.5 7 1,094 1,038 48.5 - 1,038 
Seventh 1,604 906 56.5 2 904 698 43.5 : 698 
Eighth 1,971 890 45.2 9 881 1,081 54.8 - 1,081 
Ninth 4,061 1,636 40.3 10 1,626 2,425 59.7 3 2,422 
Tenth 1,608 611 38.0 3 608 997 62.0 4 993 
Eleventh 2,393 1,013 42.3 4 1,004 1,380 57.7 5 1,375 

OF, 5 
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Table S-2. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals - Total Case Participations in Cases Terminated on the Merits 


After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circult | Total _ 

TOTAL 71,775 
DC 2,205 
FIRST 2,304 
SECOND 4,516 
THIRD 5,075 
FOURTH 6,498 
FIFTH 9,231 
SIXTH 6,500 
SEVENTH 4,805 
EIGHTH 5,984 
NINTH 12,504 
TENTH 4,876 
ELEVENTH 7,277 


RESIDENT ACTIVE 
CIRCUIT JUDGES 


Number 


57,178 


2,180 
1,416 
3,377 
3,801 
5,284 
8,129 
4,573 
3,996 
4,656 
10,545 
3,724 
5,497 


Percent 


79.7 


98.9 
61.5 
74.8 
74.9 
81.3 
88.1 
70.4 
83.2 
77.8 
84.3 
76.4 
75.5 


CASE PARTICIPATIONS BY 


RESIDENT SENIOR 
CIRCUIT JUDGES 


Number Percent 

9,404 13.1 
0 

588 25.5 
804 17.8 
819 16.1 
638 9.8 
813 8.8 
1,035 15.9 
525 10.9 
928 15.5 
1,435 11.5 
519 10.6 
1,300 17.9 


VISITING JUDGES 
| 
Number | Percent 

5,193 7.2 
25 1.1 
300 13.0 
335 7.4 
455 9.0 
576 8.9 
289 3.1 
892 13.7 
284 59 

400 6 
524 4.2 
633 13.0 
480 6.6 


Percent By 


| Senior and 
| Visiting Judges 


20.3 


1.1 
38.5 
25.2 
25.1 
18.7 
11.9 
29.6 
16.8 
22.2 
15.7 
23.6 
24.5 


NOTE: ALL PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD UP TO 100.0 DUE TO ROUNDING. 


Table S-3. 

U.S. Courts of Appeals - Type of Opinion or Order Filed in Cases Terminated on the Merits 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| | | | Written, Reasoned Written, Unsigned 
| | | Written, Signed’ | Unsigned’ Without Comment 
| | | Percent 
Circuit | Total Oral | Published _ Unpublished | ublished | Unpublished Published Unpublished | Unpublished 
\ | | | | 
Total 23,597 55 6,330 2,979 650 10,866 11 2,706 70.3 
D.C 723 . 247 - 33 441 . 2 61.2 
First 767 - 408 33 36 284 6 42.1 
Second 1,500 9 466 973 52 . . 65.4 
Third 1,671 . 321 316 4 7 1,023 80.5 
Fourth 2,140 . 330 182 16 1,612 . . 83.8 
= Fifth 3,020 - 735 353 94 1,741 97 72.5 
Sixth 2,139 46 436 112 36 1,509 779 
Seventh 1,604 . 811 - 37 718 ° 38 47.1 
Eighth 1,971 ; 773 2 115 668 1 412 54.8 
Ninth 4,061 - 769 23 64 2,945 6 254 79.3 
Tenth 1,608 - 604 951 16 37 . . 61.4 
Eleventh 2,393 - 430 34 147 904 4 874 75.7 


* INCLUDES ONLY OPINIONS AND ORDERS WHICH EXPOUND THE LAW AS APPLIED TO THE FACTS OF THE CASE AND DETAIL THE JUDICIAL REASONS UPON WHICH THE JUDGMENT /S BASED 


mm 
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Removals From Remands From 
Year Total Filings Original State Courts 

1988 240,461 202,165 21,423 1,121 
1989 225,530 186,535 25,055 1,264 
1990 218,826 177,598 26,989 1,066 
1991 210,424 173,612 24,873 1,069 
1992 229,119 187,720 27,022 961 
Percent 

Change 

1992/1991 8.9 8.1 8.6 -10.1 


Courts of Appeals | Reopens | Transfers' 
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Table S-4. 
Civil Cases Filed by Origin - 1988 through 1992 


Appeals 


Judgments 


11,867 3,737 
8,970 3,590 
9,171 3,916 
6,711 4,033 
9,051 4,161 


34.9 3.2 


96° 


'ALSO INCLUDES TRANSFERS UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 1407. 


148 
116 

86 
126 


204 


61.9 


From Magistrate 
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Table S-5 
Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgment Cases Filed 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Veterans’ 
Circuit and District Total Medicare Student Loans | Benefits | __-—-Other— 
TOTAL 16,006 121 14,711 3,809 365 
DC 416 6 397 6 7 
1ST 365 2 281 67 15 
ME 45 1 30 12 2 
MA 170 1 114 45 10 
NH 22 . 22 . - 
RI 24 ; 14 10 ° 
PR 104 . 101 . 3 
2ND 1,150 10 1,06. 49 30 
CT 80 ° 65 11 4 
NY,N 64 ° 54 5 5 
NY,E 791 4 762 22 3 
NY,S 141 3 122 1 15 
NY,W 64 1 51 9 3 
VT 10 2 7 1 
3RD 419 6 375 15 23 
DE 25 : 24 : 1 
NJ 44 . 33 . 11 
PA,E 196 5 186 . 5 
PA,M 44 - 44 . 
PA,W 110 1 88 15 6 
Vi - . : 
- 4TH 1,041 4 844 115 78 
MD 206 . 185 18 3 
NC,F 172 ° 146 25 1 
Nu,M 96 . 82 13 1 
NC,W 84 1 60 14 9 
SC 187 . 124 16 47 
VA,E 200 1 184 3 12 
VA,W 56 . 28 25 3 
WV,N 16 1 15 - 
WV,S 24 1 20 1 2 


eS) 


Circult and District | 


5TH 
LA,E 
LA,M 
LA,W 
MS,N 
MS,S 
TX,N 


Total 


163 
327 


134 


2,437 


162 
120 


435 


iu7 


179 
161 


iii |. ila 
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Veterans’ 
Benefits 
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Table S-5 (Continued) 
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Table S-5 (Continued) 


Veterans’ 
__Glroult and District | __Total_ | Medicare _ | ___Student_Loans Benefits | Other 
9TH 4,825 16 2,078 2,700 31 
AK 10 : 9 
AZ 276 205 68 2 
CA,N 1,259 ' 1,180 76 2 
CAE 170 : 164 3 3 
CAC 2,531 10 126 2,389 6 
CA,S 131 3 96 31 ' 
HI 12 : ' "1 
ID 23 ' 13 6 3 
MT 23 17 2 4 
NV 77 59 15 3 
OR 108 67 39 2 
WA, E 25 : 14 "1 
WA,W 177 124 49 4 
GUAM 2 2 : 
NMI 1 1 
10TH 426 4 324 84 14 
CO 134 108 24 
KS 100 81 12 7 
NM 19 9 10 
OK,N 31 26 5 
OK,E 27 21 3 2 
OK,W 55 41 "1 3 
UT 50 2 28 19 ' 
wy 10 10 
11TH 1,805 14 1,618 149 24 
AL,N 174 4 154 "1 5 
ALM 74 ' 58 13 2 
AL,S 59 52 5 2 
FL.N 118 89 24 5 
FL,M 209 2 148 54 5 
FL,S 852 6 810 35 
GA,N 236 227 7 2 
GA,M 41 1 39 1 
GA,S 42 : 4) 1 
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Table S-6. 


U.S. District Courts - Social Security Cases Commenced 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit and District 


TOTAL 
DC 


1ST 
ME 
MA 


HIA 


BL 


113 
141 


Sooo , 
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Table S-6. (Continued) 


DIWC 
& 

Circuit and District Total HIA BL DIWW SSID RSI 
5TH 887 10 2 449 366 60 
LAE 135 2 . 63 66 4 
LA,M 27 . - 6 17 4 
LA,W 216 2 . 66 1 26 
MS,N 40 1 ° 33 6 . 
MS,S 85 - - 56 24 5 
TX,N 121 . 73 42 6 
TX,E 108 . . 63 44 1 
TX,S 89 4 1 45 26 13 
TX,W 66 1 1 44 19 1 
6TH 1,849 6 7 1,429 363 44 
KY,E 325 . 1 239 85 . 
KY,W 72 1 . 41 26 4 
= MIE 395 . 2 327 60 6 
> MI,W 116 . 1 99 15 1 
OH,N 454 1 2 362 74 15 
OH,S 185 1 ; 150 30 4 
TN,E 192 2 1 146 38 5 
TN,M 58 1 : 39 13 5 
T™N,W 52 . 26 22 4 
7TH 387 8 1 213 146 19 
IL,N 115 1 1 52 53 2 
IL,C 50 1 ; 31 15 3 
IL,S 30 : . 13 15 2 
IN,N 40 1 24 14 1 
IN,S 63 4 46 10 3 
WIE 67 1 . 33 31 2 
WI,W 22 . 14 “ . 
8TH 860 32 1 580 205 42 
AR,E 213 1 1 169 40 2 
AR,W 118 27 . 63 22 6 

1A,N 54 . . 34 20 
|A,S 70 1 30 34 5 
MN 107 2 59 40 6 
MO,E 82 57 16 9 
MO,W 167 143 16 - 

NE 13 ‘ 7 b 
ND 19 > ome | : 10 5 3 


N 


Table S-6. (Continued) 


DIWC 
& 
Circuit and District Total HIA BL DIWW SsiD RSI 
9TH 938 2 488 308 42 
AK 1 - - - 1 - 
AZ 36 - - 22 13 1 
CA,N 114 2 - 37 63 12 
CA,E 193 1 - 75 112 5 
CA,C 217 1 - 126 83 7 
CA,S 74 1 - 44 26 3 
HI 2 - - . 2 - 
iD 15 - : 7 8 . 
MT 67 - - 35 31 1 
NV 6 - . 3 3 - 
OR 109 2 - 77 27 3 
WA,E 25 - 1 12 8 4 
WA,W 78 1 1 50 21 5 
GUAM 1 . - - - 1 
NMI - . - - - 
10TH 435 - 4 300 91 40 
co 42 - - 23 10 9 
KS 59 - 3 38 16 2 
NM 51 - - 40 10 1 
OK,N 68 - - 52 z) 7 
OK,E 76 - - 59 6 11 
OK,W 121 - 1 80 30 10 
UT 15 - - 5 10 
WY 3 - . 3 - - 
11TH 1,118 10 . 726 340 39 
AL,N 346 1 . 276 69 - 
AL,M 53 : - 11 41 1 
AL,S 102 - . 26 72 4 
FL,N 45 - 35 8 2 
FL,M 221 2 - 159 53 7 
FL,S 79 3 - 38 28 10 
GA,N 115 1 - 77 32 5 
GA,M 96 - - 81 11 4 
GA,S 58 3 . 23 26 6 
HIA ALL CLAIMS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE XVill, PART A, OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. ALSO INCLUDES CLAIMS BY 
HOSPITALS, SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES, ETC., FOR CERTIFICATION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM (42 USC 139FF. (B)). 
BL ALL CLAIMS FOR ‘BLACK LUNG’ BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART B, OF THE FEDERAL COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 923). 


DIWC ALL CLAIMS FILED BY INSURED WORKERS FOR DISABILITY INSURANCE BENEFITS UNDER TITLE Ii OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED, PLUS ALL CLAIMS 
FILED FOR CHILD'S INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY (42 USC 405 (G)). 

DIWW ALL CLAIMS FILED FOR WIDOWS OR WIDOWERS INSURANCE BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY UNDER TITLE |i OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 
405 (G)). 

SSID ALL CLAIMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME PAYMENTS BASED UPON DISABILITY FILED UNDER TITLE XVI OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. 

RSI ALL CLAIMS FOR RETIREMENT (OLD AGE) AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS UNDER TITLE li OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED (42 USC 405 (G)). 
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Table S-7. 
U.S. District Courts - Product Liability Cases Commenced By Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


—— a — ———$——$ - — —_ ——— — = ——— = ee —— — a 


_PERSONAL INJURY 
Sep. 30, Sep. 30, Torts Personal | 
1991 1992 Contract To Property Motor 
_Circultand District | _——Total_ | _——Total_~— | __— Actions | Land =| Damage | Airline | ‘Marine —|_ Vehicle | Asbestos | Other 
TOTAL 11,601 13,159 286 72 364 114 75 567 §,131 6,550 
DC 48 41 3 - 1 : 1 1 1 34 
18ST 504 $38 9 § 27 4 4 13 284 192 
ME 61 59 - - 1 - - 1 32 25 
MA 323 342 4 - 12 3 3 6 194 120 
NH 51 78 3 1 5 1 48 20 
RI 37 29 1 - 4 1 2 6 15 
PR 32 30 1 4 5 1 - 3 4 12 
oo 2ND 919 1,373 38 8 22 8 5 39 668 585 
CT 197 108 3 4 2 1 - 3 42 53 
NY,N 80 68 1 1 3 - - 10 5 48 
NY,E 164 303 7 - 6 2 3 11 3 271 
NY,S 379 804 23 7 2 15 598 155 
NY, W 82 74 3 1 3 1 20 46 
VT 17 16 1 2 1 . 12 
3RO 1,719 1,254 22 q 31 6 3 58 §24 601 
DE 4 4 : 1 1 3 - 4 
NJ 228 283 4 4 10 2 10 109 144 
PAE 1,294 789 8 1 16 3 2 25 408 326 
PA,M 80 70 4 3 4 - - 4 50 
PA,W 97 96 5 1 1 9 7 73 
Vi 16 7 1 - 2 4 
4TH . 1,273 1,259 28 5 24 J 6 41 420 731 
MD 123 135 7 - 7 4 11 20 86 
NC,E 57 91 1 - 1 1 1 (7 10 
NC,M 27 35 - - : - 22 13 
NC,W 37 64 2 1 1 - 2 45 1 
SC 652 699 7 2 9 - - 8 181 492 
VA,E 203 128 2 1 2 3 - 10 47 63 
VA,W 100 53 5 1 3 - 1 6 10 27 
WV,N 29 20 2 2 - - 1 1 14 
WV,S Ar 34 2 - - 2 17 13 
oes 
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Table S-7. (Continued) 
] ___PERSONAL INJURY 
Sep. 30, Sep. 30, Torts Personal 
1991 1992 Contract To Property Motor 
Circuit and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 
5TH 1,708 1,958 35 10 62 14 22 97 984 734 
LA,E 264 192 Rg 2 10 1 4 10 17 140 
LA,M 55 52 - 3 - . 1 2 43 
LA,wW 113 125 3 12 2 4 16 7 70 
MS,N 33 37 - - 3 1 - 4 - 29 
MS,S 144 136 - . 5 - 2 15 15 99 
TX,N 149 119 4 2 12 2 - 9 16 74 
TX,E 710 914 3 2 3 1 2 11 835 57 
TX,S 162 290 5 1 8 7 5 23 83 158 
TX,W 78 93 6 6 - 8 G 64 
6TH 1,855 1,769 31 8 39 9 8 62 993 619 
KY,E 78 45 - - 1 1 7 6 30 
KYW 71 64 1 - 5 - - 10 4 44 
MI,E 257 225 14 7 2 2 10 12 178 
MI,W 60 60 1 1 3 : 5 3 3 44 
OH,N 1,120 1,056 4 - 10 3 - 8 945 86 
OH,S 101 136 7 2 5 3 9 g 101 
TN,E 74 85 1 1 2 7 11 63 
T™N,M 57 60 2 3 - 5 1 49 
TN .W 37 38 1 4 4 3 2 24 
7TH 668 1,131 18 3 35 é 2 35 666 370 
IL,N 187 167 10 1 15 2 1 12 15 111 
IL,C 191 198 2 3 - 3 174 16 
IL.S 63 47 1 1 - 6 4 35 
IN,N 37 51 2 - 2 - 1 1 2 43 
IN,S 86 584 2 2 11 431 138 
WIE 37 57 1 8 - 1 31 16 
WI,W 67 27 2 4 1 9 11 
8TH 682 574 28 6 31 7 2 42 96 362 
AR,E 58 57 5 1 3 2 6 4 36 
AR,W 45 38 2 1 6 - 5 1 23 
1A,N 22 23 3 1 - 3 1 15 
IA,S 32 37 3 1 3 - 1 3 4 22 
MN 189 106 4 2 4 3 7 86 
MO,E 88 135 . 3 1 10 46 75 
‘ MO,W 94 97 4 2 4 1 9 14 63 
‘} NE 32 36 4 4 14 14 
ND 94 24 2 4 - - 5 13 
SD 28 21 1 1 1 3 15 


Table S-7. (Continued) 
PERSONAL INJURY 
Sep. 30, Sep. 30, Torts Personal | 
1991 1992 Contract To Property Motor 
Circult and District Total Total Actions Land Damage Airline Marine Vehicle Asbestos Other 

9TH 614 871 36 5 44 26 " 54 67 610 
AK 33 16 2 : 1 2 1 10 
AZ 50 97 4 1 7 8 4 7 A1 
CA,N 58 167 5 1 8 5 5 7 136 
CA,E 25 26 2 2 - - 2 - 20 
CA,C 100 185 7 1 1 7 1 13 5 140 
CA,S 28 47 3 1 4 2 5 . 32 
HI 34 25 . 1 1 2 21 
iD 13 27 1 1 2 23 
MT 32 29 1 - 1 1 7 19 
NV 34 57 1 - 3 6 6 4) 
OR 81 83 3 . 5 2 5 14 54 
WA,E 24 10 1 1 1 1 6 
WA,W 101 102 6 - 1 2 6 5 35 47 

to GUAM 1 . . 
a NMI : . . . . . 

10TH 302 682 3 7 13 7 2 46 58 446 
co 57 84 - 4 1 6 16 57 
KS 75 147 2 1 2 3 - 8 20 111 
NM 29 131 - 2 . 5 3 121 
OK,N 57 35 1 1 1 - 1 1 14 16 
OK,E 31 27 2 1 - 1 5 - 18 
OK,W 99 95 2 1 - - 16 3 73 
UT 39 46 1 2 1 - 3 2 37 
wy 5 17 2 - 2 - 13 

11TH 1,309 1,809 36 6 36 28 4 79 350 1,206 
AL,N 196 858 3 - 7 1 4 15 823 
AL,M 22 47 3 - - 2 - 10 - 32 
AL,S 56 40 1 - - 1 1 25 12 
FL,N 26 26 3 2 - 1 - 20 
FL,M 139 168 7 1 12 3 8 24 113 
FL.S 186 214 10 1 5 15 4 12 43 124 
GA,N 177 180 5 1 6 7 - 19 60 82 
GA,M 21 54 4 2 3 - 1 5 29 
GA,S 486 222 1 4 8 178 31 
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Table S-8. 


U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Pending 3 Years or More By Basis of Jurisdiction 


and Nature of Suit During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


NATURE OF SUIT 


TOTAL CASES 


CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 

INSURANCE 

MARINE 

MILLER ACT 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 

RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUOGMENTS 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 
OTHER 

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 


REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 


FORECLOSURE 

RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 

TORTS TO LAND/INCLUDING PRODUCT 
LIABILITY 

OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 


TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 


PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASBESTOS 
OTHER 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 


‘FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 


MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 


OTHER 


September 
1991 


20,064 
2,620 
507 
128 


237 


THREE YEAR OLD 
CASES PENDING 


30, September 30, 
1992 


17,040 


2,118 
386 
73 

63 
175 


Plaintiff 


13 


14 


U.S. CASES 


l 
| 
A 


Defendant 


1,130 
51 


2 


20 


188 


Federal 
Question 


7,627 


343 
30 
59 
39 
24 


| 


PRIVATE CASES 


Diversity of 
Citizenship 


Local 
Jurisdiction 


148 
36 
2 

4 


29 


13 


77 


76 


oo ;: 


(Al 


Table S-8. (Continued) 
. en 
THREE YEAR OLD 
CASES PENDING U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 
. 0 eee = — . 2 — 
September 30, September 30, Federal Diversity of Local 
__NaTUREOR SUIT | 901 | 1002 |i Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 311 277 12 14 56 194 1 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 172 157 4 3 42 107 1 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 139 120 8 1 14 87 - 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 8,957 8,011 571 838 6,586 1 5 
ANTITRUST 123 102 . . 102 . - 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 211 188 3 1 184 . . 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 91 74 2 1 71 - - 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 120 114 1 - 113 
BANKS AND BANKING 63 71 17 14 40 . - 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 2,117 1,803 66 158 1,579 - - 
VOTING 39 35 2 - 33 - - 
EMPLOYMENT 936 787 42 93 652 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 40 36 1 5 30 
WELFARE 25 26 1 5 20 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 1,077 919 20 55 844 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 32 31 . 2 29 . - 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 286 325 120 39 166 : . 
DEPORTATION 2 2 - 1 1 : : 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 2,638 2,563 - 205 2,356 - 2 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 41 49 - 49 - : - 
HABEAS CORPUS 313 323 - 28 293 - 2 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 24 12 - 5 7 - - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 2,260 2,179 : 123 2,056 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 145 172 169 3 - . : 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 2 28 27 1 - - - 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 32 27 27 - . - - 
DRUG RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY - 8 8 - - - - 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 1 - . - - - - 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 1 2 2 - 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 109 107 105 2 


a” 


Table S-8. (Continued) 
THREE YEAR OLD 
CASES PENDING U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 
September 30, September 30, Federal Diversity of Local 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 1992 Plaintiff Defendant | Question — Citizenship — Jurisdiction 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 669 534 43 12 479 - . 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 96 92 25 2 65 . - 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 155 96 1 3 92 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND 18 14 - - 14 
DISCLOSURE ACT 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 30 19 - : 19 
E.R.1.S.A 291 253 16 - 237 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 79 60 1 7 52 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 376 365 2 1 362 - - 
COPYRIGHT 70 65 - - 65 . . 
PATENT 215 201 1 1 199 - - 
TRADEMARK 91 99 1 - 98 . - 
= SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 810 755 31 3 721 - . 
w 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 506 151 1 150 - - - 
HEALTH INSURANCE 12 4 - 4 - - - 
BLACK LUNG CASES - - - - 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 162 74 1 73 - - - 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 303 62 - 62 - - - 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 29 6 - 6 - - . 
OTHER - - - - - . - 
RICO 146 167 5 - 151 11 : 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS - : - - - : 
TAX SUITS 158 148 48 98 - - 2 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 1 - - - - : 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 56 56 - 50 6 - - 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 23 18 - - 17 : 1 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 595 560 66 101 393 : - 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 11 21 1 - 3 - 17 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS - - - - - . - 
INSANITY - - . - - - - 
PROBATE 1 1 - - - - 1 
OTHER 10 20 1 - 3 - 16 
NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES ARE OMITTED. ERISA - EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT. 


Table S-9. 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings by Nature of Suit 
1987 through 1992 
July- FY 
Nature of Suit 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 September 1991 1992 
Total 21 15 8 9 14 5 49 
Reapportionment* 2 5 - - 1 2 32 
Civil Rights 19 10 8 9 13 3 17 
Education - 1 1 1 - : : 
Voting and election laws 17 8 7 7 13 3 17 
Welfare 1 - - 1 - - - 
Constitutionality of other 
state statutes 1 1 - - - - - 


bol 


NOTE: DATA FOR 1987 THROUGH 1991 ARE FOR YEAR ENDED JUNE 30TH. 


*TWO REAPPORTIONMENT CASES WERE CONSIDERED ON BRIEFS WITHOUT HEARING, ONE IN 1992 AND ONE IN THE 1991 TRANSITION QUARTER. 


Table S-10. 
Cases Transferred by Order of The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
Cumulative from September 1968 Through September 30, 1992 


Cumulative 1968 - 1992 


15 Months Ended September 30, 1992 


— —_ ee 


Total Pending in 
| _Transferee District 


__Gircuit and District | Into District | __Out of District __ 


_Into District 


Out of District 


TOTAL 32,087 32,087 43,609 43,609 37,253 
DC 9 41 1,964 167 56 
1ST 7 3,005 229 3,474 322 
ME 4 268 4 279 5 
MA . 2,700 159 2,958 24 
NH . 92 28 129 2 
RI . 28 ; 71 . 
PR 3 7 38 37 291 
2ND 141 3,222 2,265 4,934 750 
re CT 1 549 247 658 62 
NY,N . 614 2 675 . 
NY,E 36 501 1,004 754 326 
NY,S 104 1,139 1,012 2,303 362 
NY,W . 418 : 490 . 
VT . 1 . 54 . 
3RD 30,489 926 31,422 1,969 33,766 
DE : 20 29 63 19 
NJ ~ 298 84 581 5 
PAE 30,476 37 31,192 540 33,718 
PAM : 230 17 311 . 
PA,W 5 271 100 418 24 
vi : 70 . 76 . 
4TH 445 3,290 1,030 3,808 779 
MD 6 641 170 794 24 
NC,E 2 146 3 176 5 
NC,M : 59 7 104 5 
NC,W 2 166 49 203 4 
SC 435 491 718 564 741 
VA,E . 858 35 963 . 
VA,W . 306 : 329 : 
WV,N : 14 1 22 . 
WV,S 609 47 653 


91 


9° 
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Table S-10. (Continued) 


15 Months Ended September 30, 1992 


Cumulative 1968 - 1992 


Total Pending in 


Circuit and District Into District Out of District into District Out of District Transferee District 
STH 41 3,945 592 4,898 131 
LA,E 28 201 278 343 69 
LA,M - 120 5 166 - 
LA,W - 248 y 316 - 
MS,N 2 11 2 28 6 
MS,S - 1,040 - 1,097 - 
TX,N 2 142 142 300 31 
TX,E - 1,557 16 1,678 14 
TX,S 3 568 126 809 5 
TX,W 6 58 14 161 6 
6TH 14 10,235 1,120 11,239 195 
KY,E : 125 53 179 . 
KY,W - 130 80 178 - 
MI,E 5 283 109 575 168 
MI,W . 22 2 73 - 
OH,N . 9,240 109 9,433 1 
OH,S 9 189 758 378 18 
TN,E - 106 2 192 - 
T™N,M . 82 3 117 - 
™N,W . 58 13 114 8 
7TH 62 1,740 672 2,634 143 
IL,N 12 464 524 1,046 88 
IL,E* - 3 : SS) : 
IL,C - 484 : 518 - 
IL,S - 54 - 87 - 
IN,N - 15 . 70 . 
IN,S 50 587 142 654 55 
WIE - 69 6 152 - 
WI,W - 64 - 98 - 
8TH - 1,487 316 2,351 6 
AR,E - 73 - 100 - 
AR,W - 8 . 30 - 
1A,N - 21 3 58 
IA,S - 924 5 976 - 
MN - 34 55 509 3 
MO,E . 87 89 150 : 
MO,W - 60 164 153 3 
NE - 121 - 172 - 
ND - 154 - 188 - 
SD - 5 - 15 - 
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Table S-10. (Continued) 


15 Months Ended September 30, 1992 Cumulative 1968 - 1992 | 
Total Pending in 
Circuit and District into District Out of District Into District Out of District | Transteree District 
9TH 29 978 1,426 3,633 131 
AK . 6 - 63 . 
AZ 1 153 34 298 10 
CA,N 4 45 450 681 37 
CA,E 1 7 11 163 2 
CA,C 23 128 493 1,144 72 
CA,S . 28 62 113 . 
HI . 122 14 255 7 
iD . 35 2 102 . 
MT . 24 3 52 
NV . 32 125 86 
OR - 97 6 194 
WA,E . 12 . 64 . 
WA,W - 289 226 417 3 
GU . . - 1 . 
ws NMI : - - - 
NX 
10TH 8 949 1,462 1,520 23 
CO 8 43 105 241 13 
KS . 113 1,186 202 . 
NM : 138 1 186 
OK,N . 569 13 604 
OK,E - 5 7 19 . 
OK,W - 41 143 118 10 
UT - 37 7 136 - 
WY - 3 : 14 
11TH 842 2,179 1,102 2,962 951 
AL,N 801 115 835 237 814 
AL,M - 9 : 21 . 
AL,S 4 74 5 98 5 
FL,N 1 12 23 42 26 
FL,M 15 313 21 437 42 
FL,S - 193 112 520 - 
GA,N 21 305 106 411 64 
GA,M - 72 . 80 
GA,S - 1,086 . 1,116 
* NO LONGER A SEPARATE DISTRICT 
Pr? 
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Table A-1. 
Supreme Court of the United States - Cases on Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining on 
Dockets At Conclusion of October Terms 1987 through 1991 
In Forma 
Cases Total Original Paid Pauperis 
1987 
Cases on Docket 5,268 16 2,577 2,675 
Disposed of 4,387 5 2,131 2,251 
Remaining on Dockets 881 11 446 424 
19868 
Cases on Docket 5,657 14 2,587 3,056 
Disposed of 4,911 2 2,271 2,638 
Remaining on Dockets 746 12 316 418 
1989 
Cases on Docket 5,746 14 2,416 3,316 
Disposed of 4,989 2 2,096 2,891 
Remaining on Dockets 757 12 320 425 
% 1990 
Cases on Docket 6,316 14 2,351 3,951 
Disposed of 5,481 3 2,042 3,436 
Remaining on Dockets 835 11 309 515 
1991* 
Cases on Docket 6,770 12 2,451 4,307 
Disposed of 5,893 1 2,124 3,768 
Remaining on Dockets 877 11 327 539 
October Terms 7 
Cases 1987 1988 | 1989 | 1990 | 1991 
Argued during term 167 170 146 125 127 
Disposed of by full opinions 151 156 143 121 120 
Disposed of by per curiam 
opinions 9 12 3 4 3 
Set for re-argument 7 2 : - 4 
Granted review this term 180 147 122 141 120 
Reviewed and decided without 
oral argument 95 110 80 115 77 
Total to be available for 
argument at outset of 
following term 105 _ 81 57 70 66 
*1991 Term started 10/01/91 and ended 6/29/92. y 4 


Table B. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1991 and 1992 


— —FUINGS———s|SSTERMINATIONS PENDING = 

Percent Percent Percent 

CIRCUIT 1991 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change 
TOTAL 43,027 47,013 9.3 41,640 44,373 6.6 33,428* 36,068 7.9 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,622 1,723 6.2 1,493 1,606 7.6 2,029 2,146 5.8 
FIRST 1,282 1,532 19.5 1,264 1,376 8.9 734 890 21.3 
SECOND 3,538 4,165 17.7 3,757 3,895 3.7 1,282 1,552 21.1 
THIRD 3,057 3,301 8.0 3,035 3,091 1.8 1,485 1,695 14.1 
= FOURTH 3,423 3,943 15.2 3,394 3,468 2.2 2,273 2,748 20.9 
~ FIFTH 5,952 6,382 7.2 5,123 5,855 14.3 3,997 4,524 13.2 
SIXTH 4,181 4,590 9.8 4,627 4,071 -12.0 2,560 3,079 20.3 
SEVENTH 3,029 3,106 2.5 2,784 3,295 18.4 2,748 2,559 -6.9 
EIGHTH 2,791 2,917 4.5 2,818 2,977 5.6 1,679 1,619 -3.6 
NINTH 7,257 8,013 10.4 6,791 8,036 18.3 8,367 8,344 -.3 
TENTH 2,381 2,394 5 2,487 2,528 1.6 1,935 1,801 -6.9 
ELEVENTH 4,514 4,947 9.6 4,067 4,175 2.7 4,339 5,111 17.8 


"REVISED 


Table B-1. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASES COMMENCED CASES — __ TERMINATIONS | THE MERITS — | 
CASES DISPOSED After After CASES 
CIRCUIT & NATURE PENDING‘ OF BY Oral Submission | PENDING 
OF PROCEEDING OCT. 1,1991 | Total Original Reinstated | TOTAL |CONSOLIDATION | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing on Briefs | SEP. 30, 1992 — 
ALL CIRCUITS 33,428 47,013 46,353 660 44,373 4,007 16,769 6,122 10,647 23,597 10,362 13,235 36,068 
CRIMINAL 9,749 11,215 11,059 156 10,087 1,251 2,059 613 1,446 6,777 3,396 3,381 10,877 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,682 2,575 2,529 46 2,530 82 973 302 671 1,475 127 1,348 1,727 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 3,421 4,562 4,491 71 4,602 402 1,797 447 1,350 2,403 1,174 1,229 3,381 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 4,983 9,272 9,151 121 8,841 211 4,596 2,781 1,815 4,034 632 3,402 5,414 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 9,863 - 13,919 13,708 211 13,518 1,520 5,649 1,519 4,130 6,349 4,033 2,316 10,264 
BANKRUPTCY 968 1,637 1,617 20 1,298 113 541 115 426 644 372 272 1,307 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 2,653 3,235 3,200 35 2,898 420 1,109 328 781 1,369 605 764 2,990 
- ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 109 598 598 : 599 8 45 17 28 546 23 523 108 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2,029 1,723 1,723 . 1,606 366 517 117 400 723 386 337 2,146 
CRIMINAL 376 288 288 : 241 25 38 18 20 178 110 68 423 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 91 54 54 - 78 5 25 11 14 48 4 44 67 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 427 412 412 - 411 131 107 15 92 173 76 97 428 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 41 39 39 - 41 6 12 2 10 23 5 18 39 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 163 230 230 - 167 13 82 16 66 72 41 31 226 
BANKRUPTCY 6 2 2 - 6 - 3 . 3 3 3 - 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 915 649 649 : 610 186 244 54 190 180 144 36 954 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 10 49 49 - 52 - 6 1 5 46 3 43 7 
FIRST CIRCUIT 734 1,532 1,515 17 1,376 25 584 142 442 767 489 278 890 
CRIMINAL 276 390 383 7 349 3 100 20 80 246 184 62 317 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 25 60 58 2 58 - 24 5 19 34 6 28 27 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 88 234 234 - 210 2 83 17 66 125 55 70 112 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 45 86 85 1 96 - 49 26 23 47 16 31 35 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 267 644 638 6 581 20 296 66 230 265 211 54 330 
BANKRUPTCY 13 20 20 : 22 - 8 1 7 14 11 3 11 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 19 89 88 1 52 - 22 7 15 30 6 24 56 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 1 9 9 : 8 - 2 : 2 6 - 6 2 
ana 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 


CASES TERMINATED 
] PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASESCOMMENCED cases |__TERMINATIONS =| Ss THE MERITS 
CASES DISPOSED After — After CASES 
CIRCUIT & NATURE PENDING’ OF BY Oral Submission PENDING 
OF PROCEEDING OCT. 1, 1991 | Total Original Reinstated | TOTAL CONSOLIDATION | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing on Briefs | SEP. 30, 1992 

SECOND CIRCUIT 1,282 4,165 3,768 397 3,895 461 1,034 300 «1,628 1,500 1,072 428 1,562 
CRIMINAL 445 866 767 4G 875 184 235 25 210 456 348 108 436 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 50 225 211 14 179 14 83 12 71 82 23 59 96 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 97 379 332 47 363 25 192 12 180 146 119 27 113 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 144 609 548 61 538 4 352 182 170 177 84 93 215 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 384 1,680 1,543 137 1,516 169 866 64 802 481 428 53 548 
BANKRUPTCY 45 109 92 17 102 6 70 2 68 26 21 5 52 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 110 253 231 22 284 54 133 12 121 97 48 49 79 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 7 44 44 - 38 - 3 - 3 35 1 34 13 
THIRD CIRCUIT 1,485 3,301 3,253 48 3,001 195 1,225 594 631 1,671 §21 1,150 1,695 
CRIMINAL 286 597 596 1 495 27 96 46 50 372 129 243 388 
e U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 68 162 156 6 172 4 65 15 50 103 7 96 58 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 130 257 251 6 254 20 86 24 62 148 41 107 133 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 251 676 665 11 695 5 451 331 120 239 23 216 232 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 615 1,268 1,245 23 1,178 107 436 139 297 635 275 360 705 
BANKRUPTCY 52 105 105 - 92 7 32 10 22 53 21 32 65 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 78 193 192 1 175 22 58 28 30 95 22 73 96 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 5 43 43 - 30 3 1 1 - 26 3 23 18 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 2,273 3,943 3,997 6 3,468 404 924 429 495 2,140 B49 s‘1,201 2,748 
CRIMINAL 695 834 833 1 820 165 115 30 85 540 290 250 709 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 153 327 327 - 295 22 30 16 14 243 16 227 185 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 199 275 275 . 291 27 88 10 78 176 96 80 183 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 365 957 957 - 836 37 306 269 37 493 40 453 486 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 611 916 912 4 865 120 268 71 197 477 327 150 662 
BANKRUPTCY 80 361 361 - 120 18 43 6 37 59 35 24 321 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 166 257 256 1 223 14 73 26 47 136 43 93 200 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4 16 16 - 18 1 1 1 - 16 2 14 2 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 3,997 6,382 6,382 ‘ 5,855 797 ~—s«2,038 879 1,159 3,020 88 02,132 4,524 
CRIMINAL 1,041 1,497 1,497 , 1,330 234 273 91 182 823 236 587 1,208 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 120 260 260 - 211 7 79 27 52 125 5 120 169 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 295 465 465 - 436 52 179 51 128 205 77 128 324 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 656 1,490 1,490 - 1,261 53 630 381 249 578 35 543 885 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,526 2,007 2,007 - 2,000 390 649 226 423 961 428 533 1,533 
BANKRUPTCY 154 259 259 - 246 27 88 29 59 131 61 70 167 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 185 307 307 - 272 34 133 72 61 105 42 63 220 


ORIGINAL By PEPINGS 20 97 97 - 99 - 7 2 5 92 4 88 18 


oo oa 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASES COMMENCED cages TERMINATIONS THE MERITS 
CASES DISPOSED After After CASES 
CIRCUIT & NATURE PENDING* OF BY Orai Submission | PENDING 
OF PROCEEDING OCT. 1, 1991 | Total Original Reinstated | TOTAL |CONSOLIDATION | Totai By Judge’ ‘By Staff Totai Hearing on Briefs SEP. 30, 1992 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 2,560 4,590 4,569 31 4,071 226 1,707 640 1,067 2,139 1,101 1,038 3,079 
CRIMINAL 721 994 984 10 862 62 168 56 112 632 409 223 853 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 85 266 264 2 206 4 83 23 60 119 4 115 145 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 252 457 454 3 413 12 179 40 139 222 112 110 296 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 426 1,107 1,100 7 1,029 15 645 317 328 369 46 323 504 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 885 1,366 1,358 8 1,236 101 535 171 364 600 444 156 1,015 
BANKRUPTCY 60 111 111 - 83 7 28 6 22 48 35 13 88 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 125 253 252 1 208 24 68 27 41 116 50 66 170 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 6 36 36 - 34 - 1 - 1 33 1 32 8 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,748 3,106 3,062 44 3,295 360 1,341 569 772 1,604 906 698 2,559 
CRIMINAL 618 629 627 2 558 115 122 36 86 321 217 104 689 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 159 263 252 11 250 3 128 40 88 119 15 104 172 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 179 218 217 1 215 22 88 36 52 105 67 38 182 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 649 748 732 16 864 14 491 313 178 359 74 285 533 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 869 922 911 11 1,056 153 385 114 271 518 430 88 735 
BANKRUPTCY 73 101 99 2 104 17 39 ) 30 48 38 10 70 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 199 197 196 1 221 26 84 21 63 111 65 46 175 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 2 28 28 - 27 - 4 - 4 23 - 23 3 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 1,679 2,917 2,915 2 2,977 285 721 333 388 1,971 890 1,061 1,619 
CRIMINAL 462 649 649 - 655 143 74 22 52 438 260 178 456 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 96 197 197 . 210 5 30 8 22 175 13 162 83 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 201 304 303 1 330 16 87 24 63 227 116 111 175 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 327 837 836 1 844 19 261 203 58 564 128 436 320 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 492 709 709 - 733 85 214 65 149 434 304 130 468 
BANKRUPTCY 51 82 82 - 83 8 22 5 17 53 33 20 50 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 44 107 107 - 87 7 33 6 27 47 32 15 64 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 6 32 32 - 35 : . 33 4 29 3 
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Table B-1. (Continued) 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASES COMMENCED CASES TERMINATIONS THE MERITS 
CASES DISPOSED After After CASES 
CIRCUIT & NATURE PENDING’ OF BY Orai Submission PENDING 
___ OF PROCEEDING ocr. 4, 1991 | Total 7 Original . Reinsiated | TOTAL CONSOLIDATION Total 7 By Judge By Staft Total Hearing on Briefs | SEP. 30, 1992 

NINTH CIRCUIT 6,367 6,013 7,955 58 8,036 §12 3,463 1,269 2,194 4,061 1,636 2,425 8,344 
CRIMINAL 2,383 2,125 2,106 19 2,026 180 485 203 282 1,361 574 787 2,482 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 505 314 309 5 442 7 247 98 149 188 15 173 377 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 965 913 907 6 975 64 444 131 313 467 253 214 903 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,224 1,287 1,275 12 1,388 30 748 44? 306 610 91 519 1,123 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,393 2,204 2,196 8 2,267 183 1,219 320 899 865 539 326 2,330 
BANKRUPTCY 278 309 308 1 255 12 133 32 101 110 65 45 332 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 594 706 699 7 524 34 180 42 138 310 95 215 776 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 25 155 155 - 159 2 7 1 6 150 4 146 21 
TENTH CIRCUIT 1,935 2,394 2,373 21 2,528 153 767 249 518 1,608 611 997 1,801 
re CRIMINAL 444 575 572 3 543 38 101 30 71 404 225 179 476 
4 U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 92 157 154 3 166 4 51 13 38 11 4 107 83 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 261 259 254 5 321 14 116 41 75 191 68 123 199 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 220 449 444 5 401 13 97 33 64 291 25 266 268 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 723 742 738 4 849 72 309 97 212 468 249 219 616 
BANKRUPTCY 79 88 88 - 96 6 38 7 31 52 17 35 71 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 112 91 90 1 121 6 45 19 26 70 23 47 82 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4 33 33 - 31 . 10 g 1 21 - 21 6 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 4,339 4,947 4,911 36 4,175 234 1,548 §92 956 2,393 1,013 1,380 5,111 
CRIMINAL 2,002 1,771 1,757 14 1,333 75 252 36 216 1,006 414 592 2,440 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 238 290 287 3 263 7 128 34 94 128 15 113 265 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 327 389 387 2 383 17 148 46 102 218 94 124 333 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 635 987 980 7 848 10 554 282 272 284 65 219 774 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 935 1,231 1,221 10 1,070 107 390 170 220 573 357 216 1,096 
BANKRUPTCY 77 90 90 - 89 5 37 8 29 47 32 15 78 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 106 133 133 - 121 13 36 14 22 72 35 37 118 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 19 56 56 - 68 - 3 2 1 65 1 64 7 


NOTE: TABLE INCLUDES RE-OPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED (AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFAULT) APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 
* REVISED 


Table B-1A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals - Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, By Nature of Suit or Offense, in Appeals 
Arising from the U.S. District Courts During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| CASES TERMINATED 
| PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASES COMMENCED cases | _ TERMINATIONS THE MERITS 
CASES DISPOSED After — After CASES 
Nature of Suit PENDING OF BY Oral Submission| PENDING 
or Offense OCT.1,1991 | Total Original Reinstated* | TOTAL |CONSOLIDATION | Total By Judge _— By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs (SEPT. 30, 1992 
TOTAL CASES 20,608 41,543 40,938 605 39,578 3,466 15,074 5,662 9,412 21,038 9,362 11,676 31,663 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 9,749 11,215 11,059 156 10,087 1,251 2,059 613 1,446 6,777 3,396 3,381 10,877 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 19,949 30,328 29,879 449 29,491 2,215 13,015 5,049 7,966 14,261 5 966 8,295 20,786 
U.S. CASES 6,103 7,137 7,020 117 7,132 484 2,770 749 2,021 3,878 1,301 2,577 5,108 
U.S. PLAINTIFF 742 1,012 995 17 1,061 oh) 505 114 391 457 270 187 693 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 32 64 64 . 54 4 32 4 28 18 10 8 42 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 67 101 100 1 81 5 36 7 29 40 25 15 87 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 18 13 13 . 20 5 4 1 3 1 7 4 11 
- OTHER REAL PROP. ACTIONS 63 68 68 . 78 6 34 1 23 38 16 22 53 
is TORT ACTIONS 13 17 17 . 18 2 6 1 5 10 5 5 12 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 46 51 51 : 67 7 34 5 29 26 19 7 30 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 29 38 37 1 32 7 12 . 12 13 10 3 35 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 111 168 166 2 171 13 84 21 63 74 39 35 108 
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT 16 22 22 . 22 . 7 . 7 15 13 2 16 
OTHER LABOR 25 37 34 3 42 5 22 5 17 15 15 . 20 
SECUR.,COMMOD., & EXCHG 31 33 33 . 26 1 19 6 13 6 5 1 38 
TAX SUITS 63 104 102 2 114 6 68 17 51 40 16 24 53 
ALLOTHER 228 296 288 8 336 38 147 36 111 151 90 61 188 
U.S. DEFENDANT 4,361 6,125 6,025 100 6,071 385 2,265 635 1,630 3,421 1,031 2,390 4,415 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 147 206 204 2 195 17 90 23 67 88 59 29 158 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 88 91 87 4 100 4 51 16 35 45 28 17 79 
TORT ACTIONS 316 396 392 4 393 38 153 30 123 202 104 98 319 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 247 357 351 6 308 15 108 39 69 185 65 120 296 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 313 439 435 4 469 26 188 52 136 255 ere) 156 283 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 886 1,467 1,438 29 1,330 38 458 124 334 834 71 763 1,023 
HABEAS CORPUS 340 432 426 6 499 16 249 84 165 234 29 205 273 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 260 406 402 417 11 182 60 122 224 9 215 249 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 152 239 232 7 233 13 68 31 37 152 15 137 158 
LABOR SUITS 52 50 48 66 10 26 7 19 30 20 10 36 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 578 683 673 10 748 85 150 35 115 513 146 367 513 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


CASES TERMINATED | 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASES COMMENCED CASES TERMINATIONS THE MERITS 
CASES DISPOSED After After CASES 
Nature of Suit PENDING OF BY Oral Submission PENDING 
or Offense OCT. 1, 1991 Total Original Reinstated*| TOTAL | CONSOLIDATION) Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | SEPT. 30, 1992 
TAX SUITS 243 360 350 10 364 25 183 49 134 156 77 79 239 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 105 99 98 1 120 27 30 10 20 63 54 q 84 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT 79 136 136 - 106 5 42 8 34 59 27 32 109 
ALLOTHER 555 764 753 1 723 55 287 67 220 381 228 153 596 
PRIVATE CASES 14,846 23,191 22,859 332 22,359 1,731 10,245 4,300 5,945 10,383 4,665 §,718 15,678 
FEDERAL QUESTION 11,712 18,795 18,531 264 17,949 1,152 8,436 3,897 4,539 8,361 3,291 5,070 12,558 
MARINE CONTRACT 127 162 159 3 146 22 66 9 57 58 44 14 143 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 423 575 572 3 536 48 258 69 189 230 159 71 462 
FED. EMPLOYERS LIAB. ACT 62 86 85 1 92 8 35 3 32 49 28 21 56 
MARINE INJURY 205 231 231 . 244 52 93 20 73 99 61 38 192 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 341 433 423 10 427 44 173 53 120 210 136 74 347 
ANTITRUST 174 162 162 - 169 25 60 16 44 84 69 15 167 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

EMPLOYMENT 948 1,462 1,447 15 1,325 103 507 156 351 715 406 309 1,085 

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 1,836 2,877 2,828 49 2,694 208 1,158 385 773 1,328 680 648 2,019 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 

HABEAS CORPUS 2,146 3,725 3,659 66 3,637 49 2,090 1,746 344 1,498 420 1,078 2,234 

PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,732 5,396 5,343 53 5,070 149 2,449 1,002 1,447 2,472 184 2,288 3,058 

OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 38 71 70 1 60 1 32 15 17 27 . 27 49 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT. 252 265 263 2 300 36 103 19 84 161 107 54 217 
OTHER LABOR 687 930 915 15 903 113 356 89 267 434 306 128 714 
CPYRGHT,PATENT & TROMRK 232 377 366 11 327 30 176 29 147 121 100 21 282 
SECUR., COMMOD. & EXCHG 368 428 420 8 446 74 180 59 121 192 146 46 350 
CONST. OF STATE STATS 61 117 116 1 108 22 31 11 20 55 36 19 70 
ALLOTHER 1,080 1,498 1,472 26 1,465 168 669 216 453 628 409 219 1,113 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 3,106 4,333 4,268 65 4,349 578 1,771 392 1,379 2,000 1,357 3 3,090 
INSURANCE 628 796 788 8 762 106 266 76 190 390 261 128 662 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,206 1,654 1,620 34 1,708 201 779 168 611 728 537 191 1,152 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 94 129 129 - 114 13 50 12 38 51 39 12 109 
PERSONAL INJURY - PROD. 

LIABILITY 409 604 599 5 631 174 230 45 185 227 155 72 382 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 547 836 827 q 817 65 316 70 248 434 257 177 566 
PERS. PROP. DAMAGE 148 223 217 6 212 12 88 1 77 12 73 39 159 
ALLOTHER 74 91 88 3 105 7 40 10 30 58 35 23 60 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


| CASES TERMINATED | 
PPR CEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON | 
CASES COMMENCED | | TERMINATIONS THE MERITS | 
CASES DISPOSED After After CASES 
Nature of Suit PENDING | OF BY Oral Submission PENDING 
Or Offense OCT 1, 1991 Total Original Reinstated*| TOTAL | CONSOLIDATION | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs | SEPT. 30, 1992 
GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 28 63 60 3 61 1 38 11 27 22 17 5 30 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 5 16 16 - 11 - 4 2 2 7 7 10 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 3 8 8 - 8 1 6 3 3 1 1 3 
TORT ACTIONS 10 14 13 1 15 : 9 3 6 6 5 1 9 
PRISONER PETITIONS . 2 { { 2 . 2 . 2 : . . . 
ALLOTHER 10 23 22 1 25 - 17 3 14 8 5 3 8 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 9,749 11,215 11,059 156 10,087 1,251 2,059 613 1,446 6,777 3,396 3,381 10,877 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 73 79 79 73 12 6 2 4 55 43 12 79 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 58 68 68 60 12 6 2 4 42 35 7 66 
OTHER HOMICIDE 15 11 11 13 - - - 13 8 5 13 
ROBBERY 436 511 6 432 27 76 13 63 329 129 200 515 
BANK 419 467 461 6 401 25 65 10 55 311 123 188 485 
OTHER ROBBERY 17 44 44 31 2 11 3 8 18 6 12 30 
ASSAULT 89 80 80 107 8 22 8 14 77 40 37 62 
BURGLARY 36 36 36 38 3 12 6 6 23 7 16 34 
LARCENY AND THEFT 226 238 234 4 271 40 60 14 46 171 84 87 193 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 63 41 40 1 58 11 9 2 7 38 15 23 46 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY 63 61 61 63 17 11 2 9 35 24 11 61 
POSTAL 38 54 52 2 54 6 14 3 11 34 12 22 38 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 62 82 81 1 96 6 26 7 19 64 33 31 48 
EMBEZZLEMENT 146 139 136 3 138 i] 34 5 29 95 53 42 147 
FRAUD 1,173 1,383 1,354 29 1,331 165 338 114 224 828 435 393 1,225 
INCOME TAX 196 228 221 7 228 14 64 26 38 150 84 66 196 
POSTALAND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC. 316 377 370 7 368 54 95 25 70 219 128 91 325 
LENDING AND CREDIT 173 228 224 4 197 18 58 18 40 121 62 59 204 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 122 159 156 3 146 10 40 20 20 96 55 41 135 
OTHER FRAUD 366 391 383 8 392 69 81 25 56 242 106 136 365 
AUTO THEFT 30 49 49 : 35 6 Y 1 8 20 12 8 44 
FORGERY ANDCOUNTERFEITING 122 152 150 2 147 1 43 10 33 103 35 68 127 
SEX OFFENSES 79 91 91 - 94 7 12 5 7 75 33 42 76 
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Table B-1A. (Continued) 


CASES TERMINATED 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS ON 
CASES COMMENCED CASES TERMINATIONS THE MERITS 
CASES DISPOSED After After CASES 
Nature of Suit PENDING OF BY Oral Submission | PENDING 
or Offense OCT 1, 1991 Total Original Reinstated* | TOTAL | CONSOLIDATION | Total By Judge By Staff Total Hearing onBriefs (SEPT. 30, 1992 
DRUGS, TOTAL 5,732 5,936 5,847 89 5,517 799 1,032 287 745 3,686 1,838 1,848 6,151 
MARIJUANA 888 973 965 8 915 112 191 44 147 612 250 362 946 
NARCOTICS 4,125 4,181 4,109 72 3,887 545 703 208 495 2,639 1,364 1,275 4,419 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 446 514 509 5 473 83 2 25 67 298 152 146 487 
OTHER DRUG RELATED 
CASES 273 268 264 4 242 59 46 10 36 137 72 65 299 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,014 1,629 1,617 12 1,206 90 248 83 165 868 439 429 1,437 
BRIBERY 43 53 53 - 44 7 7 : 7 30 24 6 52 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 
AND THREATS 112 167 163 4 125 14 31 11 20 80 51 29 154 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 24 18 18 - 31 2 13 9 4 16 15 1 11 
KIDNAPPING 28 33 33 - 28 2 4 2 2 22 16 6 33 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 565 1,092 1,086 6 704 31 139 41 98 534 242 292 953 
ESCAPE 101 113 112 1 119 8 19 7 12 92 40 52 95 
PERJURY 33 25 25 - 31 2 4 1 3 25 16 9 27 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 29 19 19 - 30 6 5 5 19 6 13 18 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GENERAL OFFENSES 79 109 108 1 94 18 26 12 14 50 29 21 94 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 130 209 207 2 159 4 38 17 21 117 44 73 180 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 463 683 674 9 539 80 129 48 81 330 204 126 607 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 35 27 27 - 37 10 8 2 6 19 12 7 25 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 10 10 10 - 19 6 4 2 2 9 6 3 1 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 35 24 24 - 30 7 4 1 3 19 15 4 29 
CIVIL RIGHTS 28 36 36 - 31 8 1 1 22 14 8 33 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION 46 56 56 - 39 5 7 - 7 27 21 6 63 
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 52 61 61 - 55 5 7 5 2 43 27 16 58 
OTHER 257 469 460 9 328 39 98 38 60 191 109 82 398 


NOTE, TABLE INCLUDES REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 
"INCLUDES ONLY APPEALS REINSTATED AFTER BEING TERMINATED DUE TO A PROCEDURAL DEFAULT 
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Table B-2. 
Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the Supreme Court Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Terminated 
Pending 
Circuit and Nature Pending September 30, 

of Proceeding October 1, 1991* Filed Granted Denied Dismissed 1992 
Total 1,645 4,635 127 4,104 12 2,037 
Criminal 729 1,849 17 1,717 1 843 
U.S. Civil 170 526 24 464 - 208 
Private Civil 674 2,128 80 1,799 11 912 
Admin. Appeals 72 132 6 124 - 74 
D.C. Circult 45 103 3 96 - 49 
Criminal 12 45 - 32 : 25 
U.S. Civil 15 28 1 31 - 11 
Private Civil 4 14 - 17 - 1 
Admin. Appeals 14 16 2 16 - 12 
1st Circuit 1 108 2 90 : 17 
Criminal 1 47 - 41 - 7 

U.S. Civil - 10 - 10 

Private Civil . 47 2 36 - 9 
Admin. Appeals - 4 - 3 - 1 
2nd Circuit 150 322 14 382 2 74 
Criminal 67 124 3 144 - 44 
U.S. Civil 8 43 4 37 - 10 
Private Civil 67 148 6 188 2 19 
Admin. Appeals 8 7 1 13 1 
3rd Circuit §2 317 6 280 1 82 
Criminal 20 84 - 72 - 32 
U.S. Civil 3 44 3 38 - 6 
Private Civil 28 184 3 165 1 43 
Admin. Appeals 1 5 . 5 - 1 
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Table B-2. (Continued) 


soeemeniens ene - a a : 
Terminated 

a Pending 

Circuit and Nature Pending September 30, 

_ of Proceeding October 1, 1991* ; _ Filed Granted Denied |. Dismissed oo 1992 7 
4th Circuit 114 507 14 459 - 148 
Criminal 41 226 2 205 - 60 
U.S. Civil 16 52 - 57 - 11 
Private Civil 57 215 10 191 - 71 
Admin. Appeals - 14 2 6 - 6 
Sth Circuit 230 602 23 530 1 278 
Criminal 101 258 2 255 101 
U.S. Civil 7 16 - 16 : 7 
Private Civil 108 306 20 237 - 157 
Admin. Appeals 14 22 1 22 - 13 
6th Circuit 190 462 16 449 6 181 
Criminal 95 176 1 212 - 58 
U.S. Civil 23 37 3 41 - 16 
Private Civil 69 237 12 187 6 101 
Admin. Appeals 3 12 - 9 - 6 
7th Circuit 227 288 2 233 1 279 
Criminal 77 101 - 77 - 101 
U.S. Civil 26 30 - 31 - 25 
Private Civil 114 154 2 120 1 145 
Admin. Appeais 10 3 - 5 - 8 
8th Circuit 75 388 11 297 : 156 
Criminal! 31 126 3 100 - 54 
U.S. Civil 8 97 4 60 41 
Private Civil 34 157 4 129 58 
Admin. Appeals 2 8 - 8 - 2 
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Table B-2. (Continued) 


Circuit and Nature 
of Proceeding 


9th Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Admin. Appeals 


10th Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Admin. Appeals 


11th Circuit 
Criminal 
U.S. Civil 
Private Civil 
Admin. Appeals 


| 
| 


Pending 
October 1, 1991" 


| Terminated 
} 
Filed Granted | Denied 
757 22 592 
258 4 194 
100 4 87 
375 14 288 
24 23 
325 6 273 
135 1 121 
49 3 38 
132 2 106 
9 8 
456 8 423 
269 1 264 
20 2 18 
159 5 135 
8 6 


Dismissed 


| 


Pending 
September 30, 
1992 


NOTE: ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS INCLUDE APPLICATIONS FOR ENFORCEMENT OR PETITIONS FOR REVIEW OF ORDERS OF AN ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD OR AGENCY 
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Table B-3. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals - Source of Appeals and Original Proceedings Commenced, 
By Circuit for the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1988 through 1992 


SOURCE | 1988 1989 | 1990 


1991 | 1992 
| | 

TOTAL APPEALS 38,239 39,900 40,858 43,027 47,013 
US DISTRICT COURTS 33,290 35,369 36,592 38,282 41,543 
BANKRUPTCY 1,208 1,105 1,118 1,277 1,637 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL 3,103 2,788 2,553 2,859 3,235 
US TAX CT 485 382 419 476 389 
LABOR 50 42 38 30 43 
FCC 87 87 89 142 179 
FERC 486 443 274 220 233 

FTC 4 17 3 : 
NLRB 542 491 482 495 606 
EPA 186 173 220 126 101 
icc 74 135 81 48 39 
INS 203 298 367 673 908 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES 986 720 580 646 737 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 638 638 595 609 598 
DC CIRCUIT 1,958 1,801 1,584 1,622 1,723 
US DISTRICT COURT 855 958 920 960 1,023 
BANKRUPTCY 2 10 ; 2 
US TAX COURT 32 18 14 6 17 
NLRB 37 31 27 41 30 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 994 769 595 582 602 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 24 18 27 49 
1ST CIRCUIT 1,302 1,186 1,241 1,282 1,532 
ME 126 68 127 150 163 
MA 512 475 508 473 611 
NH 71 67 63 87 118 
RI 109 124 128 153 190 
PR 376 353 326 330 332 
BANKRUPTCY 25 21 28 28 20 
US TAX COURT 9 13 4 7 8 
NLRB 16 16 13 17 30 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 39 24 26 26 51 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 19 25 8 1 9 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 
| | | 
SOURCE 1988 | 1989 1990 | 1991 1992 
A | 
2ND CIRCUIT 2,971 3,140 3,528 3,538 4,165 
CT 238 244 248 309 338 
NY,N 209 234 272 316 337 
NY,E 662 750 736 654 1,116 
NY,S 1,342 1,378 1,632 1,500 1,584 
NY,W 219 221 260 243 281 
VT 34 43 61 93 103 
BANKRUPTCY 56 57 89 113 109 
US TAX COURT 42 37 36 111 51 
NLRB 73 79 88 68 93 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 60 51 53 86 109 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 36 46 53 45 44 
3RD CIRCUIT 2,914 3,139 2,992 3,057 3,301 
DE 120 109 136 122 152 
NJ 596 709 654 671 685 
PA,E 951 1,028 953 1,048 1,034 
PA,M 352 370 383 323 382 
PA,W 497 503 492 512 584 
Vi 111 101 100 98 123 
BANKRUPTCY 73 106 102 102 105 
US TAX COURT 26 23 19 44 20 
NLRB 70 53 47 43 74 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 78 107 60 60 99 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 40 30 46 34 43 
4TH CIRCUIT 3,302 3,226 3,330 3,423 3,943 
MD 683 617 681 625 715 
NC.E 324 342 301 291 346 
NC,M 150 151 217 200 231 
NC,W 181 180 152 180 145 
SC 298 260 281 321 317 
VA,E 758 823 862 892 907 
VA,W 182 255 212 300 332 
WV,N 113 100 124 94 117 
WV,S 133 188 183 168 199 
BANKRUPTCY 248 97 66 103 361 
US TAX COURT 42 17 38 13 18 
NLRB 32 35 41 46 49 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 126 145 149 170 190 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 32 9°°¢ 16 23 20 16 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 
SOURCE 1988 | 1989 1990 1991 1992 
serene _ . : seenreeetlline erences a = 

5TH CIRCUIT 4,352 4,757 5,104 §,952 6,382 
LA,E 772 766 755 824 836 
LA,M 149 135 170 210 224 
LA,W 373 424 371 333 419 
MS,N 137 145 146 167 201 
MS,S 221 246 219 254 262 
TX,N 586 667 663 877 999 
TX,E 311 295 355 467 530 
TX,S 828 984 1,068 1,207 1,320 
TX,W 517 688 892 1,036 928 
BANKRUPTCY 135 128 154 204 259 
US TAX COURT 43 37 40 53 30 
NLRB 25 21 25 27 16 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 194 118 156 174 261 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 61 103 90 119 97 

6TH CIRCUIT 3,870 4,293 4,095 4,181 4,590 
KY,E 317 345 327 352 363 
KY ,W 276 326 334 272 246 
MI,E 951 1,088 974 1,010 1,156 
MI .Ww 257 340 331 380 341 
OH,N 506 503 524 601 617 
OH,S 483 473 446 471 578 
TN,E 262 366 345 301 307 
TN,M 214 226 248 225 246 
™N,W 195 203 222 268 336 
BANKRUPTCY 79 86 97 103 111 
US TAX COURT 44 30 34 30 35 
NLRB 101 81 70 76 116 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 159 187 100 60 102 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 26 39 43 32 36 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 
SOURCE 1988 | 1989 | 1990 1991 | 1992 
soeoemeeeiescenesdedieteiniaeestleiesieieadiseantiansieemmneincsiasamnesanadiaie ——_ = — _ = = 

7TH CIRCUIT 2,541 2,766 2,913 3,029 3,106 
IL,N 966 1,018 1,110 1,109 1,078 
IL,C 204 218 266 308 282 
IL,S 189 192 213 205 261 
IN,N 250 264 263 298 272 
IN,S 230 256 268 309 344 
WIE 206 301 302 313 301 
WI,W 224 246 213 202 242 
BANKRUPTCY 66 80 61 99 101 
US TAX COURT 49 21 39 21 26 
NLRB 62 56 62 §2 55 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 59 91 86 94 116 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 36 23 30 19 28 

8TH CIRCUIT 2,445 2,663 2,785 2,791 2,917 
AR,E 371 381 377 376 395 
AR,W 86 117 177 126 130 
|A,N 97 101 100 114 90 
1A,S 151 198 213 199 236 
MN 343 396 385 406 408 
MO,E 390 454 568 571 500 
MO,W 416 445 420 454 516 
NE 189 189 157 177 177 
ND 51 69 98 59 102 
SD 118 128 88 191 142 
BANKRUPTCY 78 71 97 96 82 
US TAX COURT 54 29 15 21 20 
NLRB 27 17 26 25 48 
ADM!N. AGENCIES 47 33 34 30 39 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 27 35 30 36 32 


Table B-3. (Continued) 
SOURCE 1988 1989 1990 | 1991 1992 

9TH CIRCUIT 6,466 6,326 6,729 7,257 8,013 

AK 112 82 102 134 140 
AZ 547 522 612 597 740 
CA,N 861 860 898 889 860 
CA,E 355 393 387 440 467 
CA,C 1,362 1,526 1,578 1,589 1,927 
CA,S 310 400 500 473 526 
HI 671 185 174 203 194 
ID 107 76 82 96 118 
MT 152 220 131 209 160 
NV 279 277 334 377 421 
OR 381 376 435 525 549 
WA,E 107 127 179 164 187 

= WA,W 396 427 408 452 506 

= GUAM 41 27 40 48 40 
NMI 13 11 21 12 8 
BANKRUPTCY 253 243 212 242 309 
US TAX COURT 82 98 110 119 114 
NLRB 67 80 56 60 61 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 200 239 302 468 531 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 170 157 168 160 155 
10TH CIRCUIT 2,059 2,200 2,199 2,381 2,394 
(ore) 344 365 319 432 366 
KS 302 296 363 385 435 
NM 236 282 288 308 278 
OK,N 157 197 243 194 256 
OK, E 144 115 86 128 134 
OK,W 398 433 416 408 410 
UT 138 143 167 211 232 
WY 73 97 102 77 71 
BANKRUPTCY 90 99 97 92 88 
US TAX COURT 27 27 33 25 15 
NLRB 12 17 11 23 11 
ADMIN. AGENCIES 49 59 42 68 66 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 89 70 32 30 33 
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Table B-3. (Continued) 
| | | | 
SOURCE | 1988 | 1989 1990 1991 1992 
| | | | 

11TH GIACUIT 4,059 4,403 4,368 4,514 4,047 
AL,N 403 406 384 425 423 
ALM 183 202 267 235 362 
AL,S 155 221 209 277 278 
FLN 223 259 277 246 290 
FLLM 127 787 825 895 963 
FL,S 1,161 1,273 1,047 1,073 1,195 
GA,N 570 599 707 681 704 
GA,M 165 175 187 210 263 
GA,S 179 166 204 194 270 
BANKRUPTCY 103 116 105 89 90 
US TAX COURT 35 32 37 26 35 
NLRB 20 5 16 17 23 
ADMIN. AGENCIES n" 92 49 70 15 
= ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 64 70 a4 76 56 
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NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 
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Circult and District 


TOTAL 


DC 


18T 
ME 
MA 
NH 
RI 
PR 


2ND 
CT 
NY,N 
NY,E 
NY,S 
NY,W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PA,E 
PA,M 
PA,W 
VI 


4TH 

MD 

NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 
SC 

VA,E 
VA,W 
WV,N 
WV,S 


Total 
41,543 
1,023 


1,414 
163 
611 
118 
190 
332 


3,759 
336 
337 

1,116 

1,584 
281 
103 


2,960 
152 
685 

1,034 
382 
584 
123 


3,309 
715 
346 
231 
145 
317 
907 
332 
117 
199 


APPEALS COMMENCED 
| 


Civil Crimine! 
30,320 11,216 
735 288 
1,024 390 
119 44 
477 134 
83 35 
106 a4 
239 95 
2,893 866 
249 89 
278 59 
788 328 
1,275 309 
239 42 
64 39 
2,363 597 
132 20 
539 146 
826 208 
315 67 
476 108 
75 48 
2,475 834 
600 115 
261 85 
89 142 
85 60 
260 57 
716 191 
284 48 
63 54 
117 82 


Total 


39,578 
938 


1,204 
146 
551 
101 
158 
338 


3,471 
280 
339 
990 

1,509 
251 
102 


2,794 
150 
638 
984 
353 
551 
118 


3,107 
626 
333 
190 
156 
292 
892 
309 
121 
188 


APPEALS DISPOSED OF 


Table B-3A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals - Source of Appeals in Civil and Criminal Cases 
from U.S. District Courts During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Criminal 


10,087 
241 


349 
56 
114 
21 
67 
91 


875 
67 
80 

292 

354 
44 
38 


495 
22 
122 
169 
46 
93 
43 


820 
114 
84 
112 
58 
81 
190 
4/7 
59 
75 
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Table B-3A. (Continued) 


! 


APPEALS COMMENCED APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
| ! | 

Circult and District | Total Civil Criminal Total | Civil | Criminal 

5TH 5,719 4,222 1,497 §,238 3,908 1,330 
LA,E 836 707 129 769 667 102 
LA,M 224 215 ) 204 187 17 
LA,W 419 368 61 350 292 58 
MS,N 201 159 42 147 125 22 
MS,S 262 204 58 216 182 34 
TX,N 999 713 286 858 641 217 
TX,E 530 428 102 490 416 74 
TX,S 1,320 918 402 1,238 863 375 
TX,W 928 520 408 966 535 431 

6TH 4,190 3,196 994 3,746 2,884 862 
KY,E 363 258 105 322 230 92 
KY,W 246 207 39 262 206 56 
MIE 1,156 900 256 954 74) 213 
MI,W 341 292 49 377 345 32 
OH,N 617 536 81 577 484 93 
OH,S 578 415 163 458 352 106 
TN,E 307 198 109 295 183 112 
T™N,M 246 179 67 226 169 57 
TN,W 336 211 125 275 174 101 

7TH 2,780 2,151 629 2,943 2,385 558 
IL,N 1,078 823 255 1,162 967 195 
IL,C 282 200 82 305 212 93 
IL,S 261 199 62 234 180 54 
IN,N 272 234 38 319 262 57 
IN,S 344 290 54 360 314 46 
WIE 301 207 94 340 259 81 
WI,W 242 198 44 223 191 32 

8TH 2,696 2,047 649 2,772 2,117 655 
AR,E 395 337 58 414 359 55 
AR,W 130 106 24 149 121 28 
|A,N 90 39 51 99 59 40 
lA,S 236 187 49 238 182 56 
MN 408 267 141 414 284 130 
MO,E 500 400 100 547 449 98 
MO,W ‘ 516 429 87 518 390 128 
NE O84 177 124 53 183 133 50 
ND 102 71 31 92 60 32 


SD 142 87 55 118 80 38 


Table B-3A. (Continued) 


| APPEALS COMMENCED | APPEALS DISPOSED OF 

Circuit and District = =»——sTootal | Civil =| Criminal «S| Toth Civ Criminal 
9TH 6,843 4,718 2,125 7,098 5,072 2,026 
AK 140 106 34 154 117 37 
AZ 740 508 232 737 523 214 
CA,N 860 685 175 944 787 157 
CAE 467 312 155 490 349 141 
CA,C 1,927 1,348 679 1,943 1,421 522 
CA,S 526 259 267 594 276 318 
Hi 194 135 59 201 142 59 
iD 118 78 40 121 83 38 
MT 160 113 47 191 152 39 
NV 421 316 105 428 338 90 
OR 549 331 218 564 366 198 
WA,E 187 116 1 166 112 54 
= WA,W 506 386 120 512 375 137 
3 GUAM 40 19 21 a1 20 21 
NMI Hl 6 2 12 1 ' 
10TH 2,182 1,607 575 2,280 1,737 543 
co 366 298 68 404 346 58 
KS 435 335 100 369 298 71 
NM 278 136 142 324 166 158 
OK,N 256 178 78 267 215 52 
OK,E 134 111 23 137 103 34 
OK,W 410 322 rT 449 364 85 
UT 232 176 56 231 178 53 
Wy 71 51 20 99 67 32 
11TH 4,668 2,897 1,771 3,897 2,564 1,333 
AL,N 423 346 77 363 323 40 
AL,M 362 266 96 255 214 41 
AL,S 278 139 139 207 114 93 
FL,N 290 140 150 223 151 72 
FLM 953 604 349 831 513 318 
FL,S 1,135 541 594 953 475 478 
GA,N 704 513 191 678 489 189 
GA,M 253 171 82 197 146 51 
GA,S 270 177 93 190 139 51 


NOTE. TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED. AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 


Table B-4. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Median Time Intervals in Cases Terminated After Hearing or Submission 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


From Filin | From Filin | 
“Notice of Last Brief to From Hearing =| From Submission "Wwotiee of | yr 
| Appeal to Hearing or to Final to Final Appeal to Final = _—_to Final Disposition 
__ Filing Last Brief | Submission Disposition Disposition Disposition | in Appellate Court 
TOTAL | | | | 
CIRCUIT CASES — | | | 
| | Case | Interval | Case Interval Case interval Case interval Case | Interval | Case | Interval 
ALL CASES 
TOTAL 23,597 18,037 48 19,019 3.3 10,362 2.5 13,235 a) 21,682 10.6 21,682 24.3 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 723 330 8.5 484 1.9 386 2.2 337 5 497 12.9 497 23.2 
FIRST 767 685 4.0 695 1.5 489 2.3 278 2.2 731 8.4 731 23.7 
SECOND 1,500 1,180 3.3 1,232 1.3 1,072 7 428 { 1,368 6.3 1,368 21.4 
THIRD 1,671 1,302 3.0 1,367 1.2 521 18 1,150 2.5 1,550 74 1,550 21.4 
= FOURTH 2,140 1,086 4.6 1,146 2.4 849 3.3 1,291 9 1,988 8.7 1,988 19.7 
-- FIFTH 3,020 2,340 49 2,434 3.0 888 2.5 2,132 1.0 2,823 9.4 2,823 22.5 
SIXTH 2,139 1,860 4.4 1,940 2.9 1,101 1.8 1,038 11 1,990 9.6 1,990 23.4 
SEVENTH 1,604 1,188 4.3 1,273 51 906 4.3 698 5 1,470 13.5 1,470 27.7 
EIGHTH 1,971 1,463 3.7 1,506 3.1 890 3.3 1,081 4 1,891 8.4 1,891 20.3 
NINTH 4,061 3,109 6.1 3,311 5.9 1,636 2.2 2,425 2 3,601 15.2 3,601 28.7 
TENTH 1,608 1,393 4.5 1,460 3.1 611 3.2 997 1.6 1,517 11.0 1,517 23.9 
ELEVENTH 2,393 2,101 6.6 2,171 43 1,013 2.8 1,380 1.7 2,256 14.0 2,256 28.0 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
TOTAL 5,474 3,396 446 3,396 3.5 732 2.7 4,742 7 5,474 8.5 5,474 20.7 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 71 20 10.7 20 4.0 9 2.7 62 5 71 13.0 71 22.4 
FIRST 81 74 3.7 74 6 22 2.3 59 3.7 81 8.5 81 21.7 
SECOND 259 176 41 176 1.2 107 4 152 3 259 6.3 259 17.8 
THIRD 342 211 2.8 211 7 30 1.4 312 9 342 5.7 342 17.7 
FOURTH 727 67 48 67 2.3 48 3.5 679 4 727 4.4 727 14.7 
FIFTH 700 394 3.8 394 4.2 39 3.1 661 “ 700 8.2 700 19.8 
SIXTH 487 413 3.3 413 16 50 27 437 14 487 6.2 487 19.7 
SEVENTH 478 288 6.3 288 7.1 89 4.0 389 4 478 13.0 478 23.3 
EIGHTH 736 430 4.2 430 2.9 139 3.4 597 3 736 6.4 736 18.1 
NINTH 795 611 5.9 611 5.7 103 2.5 692 2 795 14.3 795 27.7 
TENTH D .; a 399 342 3.2 342 1.3 27 2.7 372 1.4 399 7.2 399 14.6 
ELEVENTH - 399 370 6.6 370 5.5 69 1.8 330 1.8 399 147 399 27.1 
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Table B-4. (Continued) 


From Filin | 
“‘Maeoal” Last Briet to From Hearing From Submission "Netos of | n.-~ #B 
Appeal to Hearing or (o Final to Final Appeal to Final | _to Final Disposition 
Filing Last Brief Submission Dispositior Disposition Disposition | in Appellate Court 
TOTAL | | 
CIRCUIT CASES | | | 
Case interval Case | interval Case interval Case Interval Case interval | Case interval 
OTHER CIVIL 
TOTAL 8,787 7,750 4.2 7,760 3.6 6,234 2.7 3,553 1.2 6,787 11.0 6,787 30.1 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 245 137 9.3 137 1.5 117 24 128 ‘ 245 12.2 245 26.7 
FIRST 390 364 3.5 364 1.6 266 2.3 124 2.8 390 7.9 390 28.3 
SECOND 627 571 3.0 571 1.2 547 9 80 4 627 6.0 627 28.7 
THIRD 783 707 2. 707 1.4 316 2.0 467 2.7 783 m4 783 24.7 
FOURTH 662 482 4.1 482 §= 2.3 431 3.4 231 10 662 10.1 662 24.4 
FIFTH 1,169 1,078 4.4 1,078 35 506 2.9 663 15 1,169 10.0 1,169 29.9 
SIXTH 823 799 3.9 799 3.8 556 1.9 267 1.3 823 10.3 823 30.3 
_ SEVENTH 623 566 3.7 566 53 497 45 126 5 623 13.8 623 36.1 
0 EIGHTH 664 575 3.5 5753.6 422 3.4 242 4 664 9.9 664 27.8 
NINTH 1,335 1,124 5.9 1,124 7.2 795 24 540 3 1,335 16.3 1,335 34.1 
TENTH 662 608 4.2 608 3=s«dS 3 319 3.3 343 2.0 662 13.5 662 32.8 
ELEVENTH 804 739 4.9 7399 «= 3.9 462 2.6 342 18 804 12.0 804 31.8 
CRIMINAL 
TOTAL 6,777 6,329 5.9 6,329 3.0 3,306 2.2 3,381 1.0 6,777 11.5 6,777 21.4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 178 170 74 170 3.6 110 14 68 6 178 13.1 178 20.8 
FIRST 246 233 53 233 1.6 184 2.2 62 14 246 9.6 246 20.5 
SECOND 456 412 3.6 412 1.7 348 5 108 4 456 6.5 456 18.4 
THIRD 372 339 3.6 339 1.2 129 1 243 27 372 7.9 372 20.2 
FOURTH 540 496 5.0 496 92.4 290 3.1 250 1.3 540 11.0 540 19.4 
FIFTH 823 749 6.4 749 1.7 236 1.8 587 9 823 9.8 823 18.7 
SIXTH 632 604 5.7 604s 26 409 15 223 2.5 632 10.6 632 20.9 
SEVENTH 321 290 5.0 2900 (3.7 217 41 104 4 321 13.3 321 23.4 
EIGHTH 438 408 3.6 408 = (4 260 2.9 178 5 438 84 438 17.7 
NINTH 1,361 1,286 6.5 1,286 48 574 1.9 787 3 1,361 14.4 1,361 24.5 
TENTH 404 391 6.3 391 2.4 225 3.0 179 1.3 404 12.0 404 20.7 
ELEVENTH 1,006 951 8.6 951 4.3 414 3.0 592 17 1,006 15.8 1,006 26.0 
a, 


On 
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Table B-4. (Continued) 


TOTAL 
CIRCUIT | CASES 

{DMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 

TOTAL 1,369 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 180 
FIRST 30 
SECOND 97 
THIRD 95 
FOURTH 136 
FIFTH 105 
SIXTH 116 
SEVENTH 11 
EIGHTH 47 
NINTH 310 
TENTH 70 
ELEVENTH 72 
BANKRUPTCY 

TOTAL 644 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 3 
FIRST 14 
SECOND 26 
THIRD 53 
FOURTH 59 
FIFTH 131 
SIXTH 48 
SEVENTH 48 
EIGHTH 53 
NINTH 110 
TENTH 52 
ELEVENTH 47 


From Filing 
Notice of 
Appeal to 


Fiiing Last Brief 
| 


| 
| 
Case Interval 


562 3.6 
3 5.5 
14 2.8 
21 3.2 
45 2.7 
41 3.7 
119 3.7 
44 3.3 
44 3.0 
50 3.1 
88 4.7 
52 3.9 
41 4.7 


From Filing 

Last Brief to From Hearing 
Hearing or to Final 

Submission ! Disposition 

| | 
Case interval Case Interval 

977 3.4 605 2.6 
152 1.4 144 2.6 
10 9 6 3.3 
52 1.2 48 Y 
65 1.1 22 9 
60 2.7 43 3.0 
92 2.0 42 3.0 
80 3.7 50 1.6 
85 4.4 65 4.£ 
43 3.2 32 3.6 

202 7.7 95 . 
67 3.9 23 2.8 
69 3.3 35 2.6 

562 3.8 372 3.4 

3 3.1 3 7 

14 2.0 11 2.0 
21 11 21 6 
45 1.6 21 2.3 
41 3.1 35 3.5 
119 3.1 61 3.4 
44 3.7 35 3.0 
44 5.6 38 44 
50 3.8 33 3.2 
88 8.4 65 2.1 
52 45 17 5.9 
41 3.5 32 1.8 


From Submission 


to Final 
Disposition 
| 
Case | loterval 
764 5 
3 5 
24 7 
4S 0 
73 2.5 
93 Y 
63 1.3 
66 4 
46 6 
15 3 
215 2 
47 1.5 
37 1.6 
272 15 
3 8 
5 3 
32 2.8 
24 1.5 
70 1.4 
13 1.2 
10 2.0 
20 8 
45 5 
35 2.3 
15 2.1 


Fromm Filing 
Notice of 
Appeal to Final 
Disposition 
T 
Case interval 
644 19.6 

3 93 
14 7.5 
26 6.0 
53 7.6 
59 9.9 

131 3 
48 10.3 
48 13.1 
53 9.9 
110 16.0 
52 11.9 
47 11.2 


From Filing 
in Lower Court 
to Final Disposition 
in Appellate Court 


Case 


131 


110 


Interval 
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Table B-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Cases Terminated On the Merits 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
TOTAL Percent 
CIRCUIT & NATURE Appeals of Total Aftirmed/ Percent 
OF PROCEEDING Terminated’ | Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other | Reversed’ 
ALL CIRCUITS 44,373 $3.2 23,507 19,005 1,206 2,558 469 360 11.0 
CRIMINAL 10,087 67.2 6,777 6,840 193 512 136 97 7.6 
U. S, PRISONER PETITIONS 2,530 68.3 1,475 1,224 142 86 14 4 6.8 
OTHER U. S, CIVIL 4,602 52.2 2,403 1,827 91 403 64 18 16.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 8,841 45.6 4,034 3,231 402 303 64 34 15 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 13,518 47.0 6,349 4,989 244 963 97 56 16.2 
BANKRUPTCY 1,298 49.6 644 490 42 101 4 7 15.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 2,898 47.2 1,369 928 62 159 91 139 11.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 599 91.2 546 476 39 31 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,606 46.0 723 554 18 98 47 6 14.2 
CRIMINAL 241 73.9 178 154 "1 12 6.2 
-- U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 78 61.5 48 46 2.1 
rs OTHER U. S. CIVIL ai 42.1 173 138 5 24 5 ' 13.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 41 56.1 23 19 3 : 13.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 167 43.1 72 45 ' 21 4 ' 29.2 
BANKRUPTCY 6 50.0 3 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 610 29.5 180 112 5 35 24 4 19.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 52 88.5 46 38 6 2 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,376 56.7 767 655 18 63 31 . 8.3 
CRIMINAL 349 70.5 246 221 5 14 6 : 5.7 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 58 58.6 34 32 : 2.9 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 210 59.5 125 97 3 1 14 - 8.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 96 49.0 47 44 3 6.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 581 45.6 265 215 7 32 "1 12.1 
BANKRUPTCY 22 63.6 14 12 2 : : . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 52 67.7 30 28 2 6.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8 75.0 6 6 
SECOND CIRCUIT 3,895 38.5 1,500 1,131 157 162 23 27 11.4 
CRIMINAL 875 62.1 456 388 10 43 13 2 9.4 
U.S. PRISONER PETITIONS 179 45.8 82 55 23 4 : 4.9 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 363 40.2 146 98 15 29 4 19.9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 538 32.9 177 111 50 12 2 2 6.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,516 31.7 481 358 36 70 6 11 14.6 
BANKRUPTCY 102 25.5 26 18 5 3 11.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 284 9 4A 97 69 17 2 8 1.0 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 ” C24) 35 34 1 
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Table B-5. (Continued) 
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
TOTAL Percent 
CIRCUIT & NATURE Appeals of Total Aftirmed/ Percent 
OF PROCEEDING Terminated' Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed’ 
THIAD CIRCUIT 3,091 64.1 1,671 1,206 156 188 26 6 11.3 
CRIMINAL 495 76.2 372 319 16 3) 5 1 83 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 172 59.9 103 81 17 3 2 2.9 
OTHER U,. S. CIVIL 254 58.3 148 106 7 30 5 20.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 695 34.4 239 147 67 18 6 1 75 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,178 53.9 635 499 39 89 5 3 14.0 
BANKRUPTCY 92 57.6 53 43 2 7 1 13.2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 175 54.3 95 78 6 8 3 . 8.4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 86.7 26 23 1 2 . . : 
FOURTH CIRCUIT 3,468 61.7 2,140 1,806 63 232 36 3 10.9 
CRIMINAL 820 65.9 540 454 12 59 14 1 10.9 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 295 82.4 243 217 5 19 2 - 78 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 291 60.5 176 138 2 33 3 . 18.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 836 59.0 493 444 19 29 1 . 5.9 
tn OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 865 55.1 477 396 15 55 10 1 11.5 
m BANKRUPTCY 120 49.2 59 46 3 9 { . 15.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 223 61.0 136 96 6 28 5 1 20.6 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 18 88.9 16 15 1 . . - . 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 5,855 51.6 3,020 2,414 186 377 43 . 12.4 
CRIMINAL 1,330 61.9 823 705 2 67 i] - 8.1 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 211 59.2 125 109 12 4 - - 3.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 436 47.0 205 163 4 33 5 . 16.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,261 45.8 578 44) 56 68 13 - 11.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,000 48.1 961 746 52 154 9 - 16.0 
BANKRUPTCY 246 53.3 131 100 11 19 1 - 14.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 272 38.6 105 74 6 19 6 - 18.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4a 92.9 92 76 3 13 - - . 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,071 52.5 2,139 1,848 17 250 23 1 11.8 
CRIMINAL 862 73.3 632 573 4 48 7 - 7.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 206 57.8 119 112 2 5 - - 42 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 413 53.8 222 185 1 34 2 - 15.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,029 35.9 369 335 1 29 4 - 7.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,236 48.5 600 479 3 110 8 - 18.3 
BANKRUPTCY 83 57.8 48 39 - 8 - 1 16.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 208 55.8 116 97 2 15 2 - 12.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 97.1 33 28 4 1 - - . 
Orr 
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Table B-5. (Continued) 
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
TOTAL Percent 
CIRCUIT & NATURE Appeals of Total Aftirmed/ Percent 
OF PROCEEDING Terminated' Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed Remanded Other Reversed’ 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,296 48.7 1,604 1,318 30 206 21 30 12.8 
CRIMINAL 558 57.5 321 269 17 23 4 8 7.2 
U, S, PRISONER PETITIONS 250 47.6 119 100 1 13 3 2 10.9 
OTHER UV. S. CIVIL 215 48.8 105 79 . 22 2 2 21.0 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 864 41.6 359 322 5 25 5 2 7.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,056 49.1 518 416 5 83 3 im 16.0 
BANKRUPTCY 104 46.2 48 34 > a . 3 22.9 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 221 50.2 W 79 1 25 4 2 22.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 27 85.2 23 19 1 3 . 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 2,077 66.2 1,971 1,404 269 160 29 10 8.6 
CRIMINAL 655 66.9 438 398 15 19 5 1 43 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 210 83.3 175 123 47 3 1 1 1.7 
OTHER UV. S. CIVIL 330 68.8 227 158 23 39 5 2 17.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 844 66.8 564 390 136 30 7 1 5.3 

om OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 733 59.2 434 8 2 
a BANKRUPTCY 83 63.9 53 1 

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 87 54.0 47 2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 35 94.3 33 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,036 50.5 4,061 
CRIMINAL 2,026 67.2 1,361 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 442 42.5 188 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 975 479 467 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,388 43.9 610 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,267 38.2 865 
BANKRUPTCY 255 43.1 110 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 524 59.2 310 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 159 94.3 150 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,528 63.6 1,608 
CRIMINAL 543 74.4 404 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 166 66.9 111 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 321 59.5 191 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 401 72.6 291 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 849 55.1 468 
BANKRUPTCY 96 54.2 52 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 121 57.9 70 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 31 67.7 21 

or 4 
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Table B-5. (Continued) 
TERMINATIONS ON THE MERITS 
TOTAL Percent | | 
CIRCUIT & NATURE Appeals of Total Affirmed/ Percent 
_ OF PROCEEDING . Terminated' | Terminations Total Enforced Dismissed Reversed | Remanded Other | Reversed? 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 4,175 57.3 2,393 2,009 77 269 29 11.3 
CRIMINAL 1,333 75.5 1,006 901 20 71 12 2 74 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 263 48.7 128 112 5 9 2 7.0 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 383 56.9 218 154 15 38 g 2 17.4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 848 33.5 284 250 5 27 2 9.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,070 53.6 573 447 23 96 3 4 16.8 
BANKRUPTCY 89 52.8 47 31 6 10 - 21.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 121 59.5 72 56 1 13 1 1 18.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 68 95.6 65 58 2 5 


' TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 

*PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED ON THE MERITS IS LESS THAN 10. 

PERCENTAGES OF CASES REVERSED OR DENIED HAVE NOT BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS, NOR HAVE THEY BEEN INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED 


I 
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Table B-5A. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals - Appeals Terminated by Procedural Judgments, by Circuit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
ee ae BY UOGES BY STAFF 
TOTAL TOTAL . | | 
CIRCUIT & NATURE APPEALS | PROC. | CROSS JURIS FRAP cc FRAP 
___ OF PROCEEDING TERMINATED | TERMS | APPEALS | TOTAL DEFECTS) 42 | DEFAULT| DENIAL | OTHER | TOTAL | 42° | DEFAULT) OTHER 
ALL CIRCUITS 44,373 16,854 85 6,122 2,872 478 430 1,477 865 =—«--10,847 «= «6,288 4,004 355 
CRIMINAL 10,087 2,061 2 613 327 67 49 ' 170 1,446 —*1,037 359 50 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 2,530 973 : 302 166 16 49 ' 1" 671 137 513 21 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 4,602 1,802 5 447 237 69 37 104 1,350 907 405 38 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 8,841 4,597 2,781 935 36 189 1,475 146 1,815 394 1,388 33 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 13,518 5,716 67 1,519 970 222 93 2 232 4,130 2,954 1,091 85 
BANKRUPTCY 1,298 545 4 115 83 9 6 17 426 312 102 12 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 2,898 1,115 6 328 154 59 7 , 108 781 547 146 88 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 599 45 17 : : , 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA —S=_1,606 517 . 417 68 
— CRIMINAL 24) 38 18 4 
3% «U.S, PRISONER PETITIONS 78 25 , 11 1 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL ai 107 ; 15 10 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 41 12 : 2 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 167 82 , 16 11 
BANKRUPTCY 6 3 ' : 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 610 244 : 54 30 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 52 6 ; 
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,376 584 . 142 99 
CRIMINAL 349 100 20 18 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 58 24 5 3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 210 83 , 17 13 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 96 49 , 26 8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 581 296 , 66 52 
BANKRUPTCY 22 8 , ; 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 52 22 , 7 4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8 2 , 
SECOND CIRCUIT 3,695 1,934 - 309 5 
CRIMINAL 875 235 25 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 179 83 : 12 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 363 192 , 12 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 538 352 ' 182 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,516 866 , 64 3 
BANKRUPTCY 102 70 : 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 284 133 : 12 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 38 3 ' ; 
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Table B5-A. (Continued) 


PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
_ BY JUDGES capiesinemisdmpeandiiamte BY STAFF 
TOTAL TOTAL 
CIRCUIT & NATURE APPEALS | PROC. | CROSS JURIS FRAP cpc FRAP 
OF PROCEEDING =| TERMINATED| TERMS | APPEALS | TOTAL [DEFECTS | 42 |DEFAULT | DENIAL | OTHER | TOTAL | 42° | DEFAULT | OTHER 

THIRD CIRCUIT 3,001 1,225 , 504 291 30 1 206 66 631 325 306 1 
CRIMINAL 495 96 , 46 23 2 ', 21 50 44 6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 172 65 ; 15 12 ; ; : 3 50 2 48 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 254 86 : 24 15 6 ; ' 3 62 28 34 , 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 695 451 : 331 121 : 206 3 120 24 96 ; 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,178 436 : 139 102 20 : ; 17 297 191 106 
BANKRUPTCY 92 32 ; 10 9 , : ’ 22 18 4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 175 58 28 9 ; 17 30 18 11 i 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 30 : . ; ; , ; ; 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 3,468 924 , 429 188 45 ° 175 21 495 385 92 18 
CRIMINAL 820 115 30 27 2 ; ; 1 85 71 18 6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 295 30 , 16 15 : 1 14 7 5 2 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 291 88 : 10 5 3 ; , 2 78 63 14 

= PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 836 306 . 269 83 2 , 175 9 37 26 10 
© OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 865 268 : 71 41 25 ; . 5 197 167 29 
BANKRUPTCY 120 43 - 6 6 - - - - 37 25 12 : 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 223 73 . 26 11 13 , ; 2 47 26 14 7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 18 : : , ‘ ; ’ . ' ; ; 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 5,855 2,105 67 879 578 80 12 156 53 1,189 516 601 42 
CRIMINAL 1,330 275 2 91 73 6 2 : 10 182 102 77 3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 211 79 ; 27 23 . . 3 52 5 46 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 436 183 4 51 34 8 2 : 7 128 68 56 4 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,261 631 381 204 9 156 11 249 24 220 5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,000 703 54 226 171 40 5 : 10 423 251 155 17 
BANKRUPTCY 246 91 3 29 22 4 ; 2 59 38 14 7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 272 136 3 72 51 12 \ . 8 61 28 33 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 99 7 . 2 . ; ‘ 2 5 5 

SIXTH CIRCUIT 4,071 1,707 : 640 395 18 26 179 25 1,067 497 545 25 
CRIMINAL 862 168 ‘ 56 54 ' : 2 112 72 40 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 206 83 ‘ 23 19 . 3 : ’ 60 10 50 
OTHER U.S. CIVIL 413 179 ' 40 38 , ‘ 1 139 87 43 9 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,029 645 , 317 117 17 179 4 328 42 286 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,236 535 ; 171 150 13 5 ‘ 3 364 250 100 14 
BANKRUPTCY 83 28 ' 6 5 . : ; 22 15 6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 208 68 ; 27 12 2 R ; 13 41 21 20 . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 34 , ; , , : , ; ' 
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Table B5-A. ‘Continued) 


TOTAL 
CIRCUIT & NATURE ‘| APPEALS 


peers ene come 


TOTAL 
PROC. | 


OF PROCEEDING TERMINATED 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,295 
CRIMINAL 558 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 250 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 215 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 864 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,056 
BANKRUPTCY 104 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 221 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 27 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 2,977 
CRIMINAL 655 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 210 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 330 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 844 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 733 
BANKRUPTCY 83 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 87 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 35 

NINTH CIRCUIT 8,036 
CRIMINAL 2,026 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 442 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 975 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,388 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,267 
BANKRUPTCY 255 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 524 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 159 

TENTH CIRCUIT 2,528 
CRIMINAL 543 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 166 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 321 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 401 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 849 
BANKRUPTCY 96 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 121 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 31 


1,341 
122 


CROSS 
TERMS | A APPEALS o TOTAL 


_ 
- 


JURIS 
DEFECTS; 42 ac EFAULT | DENIAL | OTHER 


184 
24 


FRAP 


7 
2 


4 


a=-n 6S 


_ PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS - 


__ BY JUDGES 


| CPC | FRAP 

rorat | 4a 
168 138 72 772 521 
2 5 86 83 
17 ; “ 88 20 
1 . 10 52 39 
94 138 14 178 67 
37 . 22 271 226 
2 2 30 25 
5 . 4 63 61 

- 4 
4 187 3 388 299 
3 . . 52 48 
. . 22 7 
. . . 63 57 
2 157 58 26 
3 . 3 149 135 
° . 17 17 
. : 27 9 
207 176 383 2,194 = 1,331 
42 . 93 282 236 
29 : 41 149 36 
20 . 60 313 208 
73 176 53 306 88 
40 . 93 899 610 
3 . g 101 65 
. 33 138 88 

. : 6 
2 1 45 518 394 
. 5 71 60 
. . 2 38 17 
. 6 75 59 
2 1 3 64 27 
14 212 186 
. 31 27 
6 26 18 

. . 9 1 


__BYSTAFF 


‘[perAULT OTHER 


Table B5-A. (Continued) 
PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
BY JUDGES ev Svar 
TOTAL TOTAL 
CIRCUIT & NATURE APPEALS PROC. CROSS JURIS FRAP cPpc FRAP 
OF PROCEEDING TERMINATED| TERMS APPEALS TOTAL | DEFECTS 42° DEFAULT| DENIAL OTHER | TOTAL 42° DEFAULT OTHER 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 4,176 1,566 7 692 396 49 1 139 7 056 612 436 t) 
CRIMINAL 1,333 252 ° 36 30 4 . . . 2 216 171 a4 1 
U. S, PRISONER PETITIONS 263 128 ; 34 34 : ; ; 94 21 73 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 383 149 1 46 36 9 1 . 1 102 76 27 
PRIV, PRISONER PETITIONS 848 554 . 282 143 ! . 138 272 4) 228 3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,070 402 12 170 139 29 . 1 1 220 160 56 4 
BANKRUPTCY 89 38 1 8 6 2 . . 29 27 2 . 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 121 39 3 14 9 4 . . 1 22 17 5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 68 3 . 2 . . . . 2 1 . . 1 


NOTE. TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. JURIS DEFECTS - JURISDICTIONAL DEFECTS, OPC - CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
“VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL UNDER RULE 42(B), FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 
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Table B-6. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals - Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIRCUIT & NATURE 
OF PROCEEDING 


CRIMINAL 

U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER UV. S. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


CRIMINAL 

U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS _ 


or.” 


FILINGS 


NUMBER 


47,013 
11,215 
2,575 
4,562 
9,272 
13,919 
1,637 
3,235 
598 


1,723 
288 


PERCENT 
OF TOTAL 


100.0 
23.9 
5.5 
9.7 
19,7 
29.6 
3.5 
6.9 
1.3 


100.0 
16.7 
3.1 
23.9 
2.3 
13.3 
0.1 
37.7 
2.8 


100.0 
25.5 
3.9 
15.3 
5.6 
42.0 
1.3 
5.8 
0.6 


100.0 
20.8 
5.4 
9.1 
14.6 
40.3 
2.6 
6.1 
1.1 


TERMINATIONS 
PERCENT 
NUMBER OF TOTAL 

44,373 100.0 
10,087 22.7 
2,530 5.7 
4,602 10.4 
8,841 19.9 
13,518 30.5 
1,298 2.9 
2,898 6.5 
599 1.3 
1,606 100.0 
24) 15.0 
78 4.9 
411 25.6 
4) 2.6 
167 10.4 
6 0.4 
610 38.0 
52 3.2 
1,376 100.0 
349 25.4 
58 4.2 
210 15.3 
96 7.0 
581 42.2 
22 1.6 
52 3.8 
8 0.6 
3,895 100.0 
875 22.5 
179 4.6 
363 9.3 
538 13.8 
1,516 38.9 
102 2.6 
284 7.3 
38 1.0 


NUMBER 


36,068 
10,877 
1,727 
3,381 
5,414 
10,264 
1,307 
2,990 
108 


2,146 
423 
67 
428 
39 


PENDING 


PERCENT 
OF TOTAL 


100.0 
30.2 
4.8 
9.4 
15.0 
28.5 
3.6 
8.3 
0.3 


100.0 
19.7 
3.1 
19.9 
1.8 
10.5 
0.1 
44.5 
0.3 


100.0 
35.6 
3.0 
12.6 
3.9 
37.1 
1.2 
6.3 
0.2 


100.0 
28.1 
6.2 
7.3 
13.9 
35.3 
3.4 
5.1 
0.8 
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Table B-6. (Continued) 


CIRCUIT & NATURE 
OF PROCEEDING 


THIRD CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER UV, S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
CRIMINAL 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER UV. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FILINGS 

PERCENT 

NUMBER OF TOTAL 
3,301 100.0 
597 18.1 
162 4.9 
257 7.8 
676 20.5 
1,268 38.4 
105 3.2 
193 5.8 
43 1.3 
3,943 100.0 
834 21.2 
327 8.3 
275 7.0 
957 24.3 
916 23.2 
361 9.2 
257 6.5 
16 0.4 
6,382 100.0 
1,497 23.5 
260 4.1 
465 7.3 
1,490 23.3 
2,007 31.4 
259 4.1 
307 4.8 
97 1.5 
4,590 100.0 
994 21.7 
266 5.8 
457 10.0 
1,107 24.1 
1,366 29.8 
111 2.4 
yr. §° 5.5 
6 0.8 


TERMINATIONS 
PERCENT 
NUMBER OF TOTAL 

3,001 100.0 
495 16.0 
172 5.6 
254 8.2 
695 22.5 
1,178 38.1 
92 3.0 
175 5.7 
30 1.0 
3,468 100.0 
820 23.6 
295 8.5 
291 8.4 
836 24.1 
865 24.9 
120 3.5 
223 6.4 
18 0.5 
5,855 100.0 
1,330 22.7 
211 3.6 
436 7.4 
1,261 21.5 
2,000 34.2 
246 4.2 
272 4.6 
99 1.7 
4,071 100.0 
862 21.2 
206 5.1 
413 10.1 
1,029 25.3 
1,236 30.4 
83 2.0 
208 5.1 
34 0.8 


NUMBER 


PENDING 


PERCENT 
OF TOTAL 


100.0 
22.9 
3.4 
7.8 
13.7 
41.6 
3.8 
5.7 
11 


100.0 
25.8 
6.7 
6.7 
17.7 
24.1 
11.7 
7.3 
0.1 


100.0 
26.7 
3.7 
7.2 
19.6 
33.9 
3.7 
49 
0.4 


100.0 
27.7 
4.7 
9.6 
16.4 
33.0 
2.9 
5.5 
0.3 


Table B-6. (Continued) 
FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
CIRCUIT & NATURE PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 
OF PROCEEDING NUMBER OF TOTAL NUMBER OFTOTAL | NUMBER OF TOTAL 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 3,106 100.0 3,295 100.0 2,559 100.0 
CRIMINAL 629 20.3 558 16.9 689 26.9 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 263 8.5 250 7.6 172 6.7 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 218 7.0 215 6.5 182 7.1 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 748 24.1 864 26.2 533 20.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 922 29.7 1,056 32.0 735 28.7 
BANKRUPTCY 101 3.3 104 3.2 70 2.7 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 197 6.3 221 6.7 175 6.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 28 0.9 27 0.8 3 0.1 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 2,017 100.0 2,977 100.0 1,619 100.0 
CRIMINAL 649 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 197 
_ OTHER U. S. CIVIL 304 
R PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 837 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 709 
BANKRUPTCY 82 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 107 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 32 
NINTH CIRCUIT 8,013 
CRIMINAL 2,125 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 314 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 913 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1,287 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 2,204 
BANKRUPTCY 309 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 706 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 155 
TENTH CIRCUIT 2,394 
CRIMINAL 575 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 157 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 259 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 449 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 742 
BANKRUPTCY 88 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS orc 91 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS ria 33 


Table B-6. (Continued) 
| Be FILINGS | TERMINATIONS PENDING 
CIRCUIT & NATURE PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 
___ OF PROCEEDING | NUMBER — OFTOTAL | NUMBER OFTOTAL | NUMBER | OF TOTAL 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 4,047 100.0 4,178 100.0 5,111 100.0 
CRIMINAL 1,771 35.8 1,333 31.9 2,440 47.7 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 290 5.9 263 6.3 265 5.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 389 7.9 383 9.2 333 6.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 987 20.0 848 20.3 774 15.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,231 24.9 1,070 25.6 1,096 21.4 
BANKRUPTCY 90 1.8 89 2.1 78 1.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 133 2.7 121 2.9 118 2.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 56 1.1 68 1.6 7 0.1 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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Table B-7. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals Nature of Suit or Offense of Cases Arising from the U.S. District Courts 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIRCUIT 
NATURE OF 
SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST | SECOND | THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH SIXTH | SEVENTH | EIGHTH | NINTH | TENTH | ELEVENTH 

TOTAL CASES 41,543 1,023 1,414 3,750 2,060 3,309 5,719 4,190 2,780 2,006 6,843 2,162 4,668 
TOTALCRIMINAL CASES 11,215 288 390 866 597 834 1,497 994 629 649 2,125 575 1,771 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 30,328 735 1,024 2,893 2,363 2,475 4,222 3,196 2,151 2,047 4,718 1,607 2,897 

U.S. CASES 
TOTAL 7,137 466 294 604 419 602 725 723 481 501 1,227 416 670 
3 U.S. PLAINTIFF 1,012 30 71 107 56 81 168 67 40 61 173 56 98 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 64 . 8 1 . 3 37 1 : 1 2 5 6 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 101 1 " 2 2 14 25 6 3 8 13 4 15 

CONDEMNATION OF LAND 13 . . 1 2 2 2 . 6 . 

OTHER REAL PROPERTY 68 . 1 5 5 2 6 2 6 12 B 13 
TORT ACTIONS 17 . 5 2 . 2 4 . 1 1 1 1 

CIVILRIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 51 1 . 1 3 5 1 6 9 3 4 1 7 
OTHER CIVILRIGHTS 38 . 1 4 2 2 . 2 4 5 9 2 7 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 168 1 19 24 4 17 13 14 5 10 42 3 16 
FAIR LABOR STAND. ACT 22 1 5 1 3 2 3 1 . 2 { 3 . 
OTHER LABOR 37 - 1 8 4 1 4 2 1 11 1 1 
SECUR.,COMMOD., & EXCHG 33 . 3 1 1 5 3 5 3 3 
TAX SUITS 104 . . 6 8 9 12 9 3 2 36 1 a 
ALLOTHER 296 30 23 49 24 21 42 17 7 17 31 14 21 
U.S. DEFENDANT 6,125 432 223 497 363 521 656 441 440 1,054 360 581 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 206 28 22 9 8 10 41 6 a 11 34 13 16 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 91 2 6 9 1 5 12 9 2 2 33 8 2 
TORT ACTIONS 396 22 26 23 20 31 37 31 20 25 105 24 32 

CIVILRIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 357 65 R 21 28 29 26 33 21 23 60 19 24 
OTHER CIVILRIGHTS 439 59 15 58 24 37 25 30 32 27 81 20 31 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 


ee CIRCUIT 
NATURE OF | 
SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST | SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 
U.S. DEFENDANT — Continued 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SEN 1,467 3 §3 146 89 } 126 168 132 118 198 73 205 
HABEAS CORPUS 432 11 4 38 32 55 47 45 42 76 40 40 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 406 21 29 K's) ww 27 48 57 30 32 28 39 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 239 3 12 3 111 41 3 29 7 8 16 6 
LABOR SUITS 50 7 1 6 8 - 4 6 5 1 8 3 1 
SOCIALS ECURITY LAWS 683 8 4) 42 35 33 56 143 37 75 111 40 62 
TAX SUITS 360 1 11 35 3 13 32 35 20 26 92 35 27 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS aq 13 5 5 7 4 - 6 2 2 45 8 2 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT 136 61 5 4 5 3 11 13 2 1 23 3 5 
ALLOTHER 764 128 25 60 32 31 64 78 29 50 148 30 89 
g PRIVATECASES 
TOTAL 23,191 260 730 2,289 1,044 1,873 3,497 2,473 1,670 1,646 3,491 4,191 2,218 
FEDERAL QUESTION 18,795 196 555 1,625 1,429 1,509 2,826 2,101 1,484 1,297 3,013 906 1,854 
MARINE CONTRACT 162 - 11 31 6 5 43 6 - 38 - 22 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 575 13 35 53 14 32 107 29 15 27 172 30 48 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 86 : 3 12 17 13 5 4 4 3 4 5 1 
MARINE INJURY 231 - 10 7 Z) 3 163 4 2 2 23 8 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 433 4 14 50 8 25 71 a 85 13 82 14 33 
ANTITRUST 162 5 4 13 16 8 16 12 15 9 36 7 21 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT 1,462 25 70 108 106 123 242 169 108 88 125 119 179 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,877 48 151 286 262 141 313 363 220 148 500 132 313 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
HABEAS CORPUS 3,725 8 K't) 311 277 284 623 430 271 305 579 208 399 
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 5,396 29 49 295 393 654 838 671 472 521 681 231 562 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 71 1 4 3 4 4 13 4 2 5 16 8 7 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT. 265 5 11 24 27 13 20 59 19 18 44 5 20 
OTHER LABOR 930 18 43 86 106 64 104 119 80 42 158 41 69 
CPYRGHT,PATENT & TROMRK 377 5 19 94 23 25 17 24 13 89 4 ou 
SECUR., COMMOD. & EXCHG 428 4 15 57 38 20 41 42 39 18 87 41 26 
CONST. OF STATE STATS 117 - 14 15 6 4 17 8 7 7 23 3 8 
ALLOTHER 1,498 26 72 180 117 86 180 136 110 78 351 53 109 


Table B-7. (Continued) 
a . Le CIRCUIT 
NATURE OF 
SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL D.C. FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH NINTH TENTH ELEVENTH 

PRIVATE CASES — Continued 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZE!' SHIP 4,333 73 175 664 452 364 671 372 186 249 478 285 364 
INSURANCE 796 7 23 51 77 43 124 68 47 53 182 59 92 

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,654 29 70 260 154 169 211 116 126 92 187 103 137 

REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 129 { 16 8 12 25 9 3 13 23 13 

PERSONAL INJURY - PROD. 

UABILITY 604 3 17 227 63 37 75 63 3 17 26 24 49 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 836 22 K's) 78 115 78 180 87 7 47 64 67 56 
PERS. PROP. DAMAGE 223 7 12 27 32 20 24 23 26 22 13 17 
ALLOTHER 91 5 17 5 3 5 6 1 4 6 7 

GENERALLOCAL JURISDICTION 63 ° ° ; 63 ; ° ; ; ; ; 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 16 : : : 16 
2 REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 8 . . . 8 
TORT ACTIONS 14 ‘ . : 14 
PRISONER PETITIONS 2 2 
ALL OTHER 23 23 
CRIMINAL CASES 
TOTAL 11,216 288 390 006 597 634 1,497 one 629 649 2,128 578 1,771 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 7.) 4 1 ; 12 8 3 2 5 7 29 3 5 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 68 4 1 - 11 6 3 2 5 5 25 1 5 
OTHER HOMICIDE 11 ° ‘ ‘ 1 2 2 4 2 
ROBBERY, TOTAL 511 4 20 24 16 37 40 K 4] 24 16 192 2 79 
BANK 467 4 18 22 11 37 21 27 22 16 190 26 73 
OTHER ROBBERY 44 : 2 2 5 19 3 2 2 3 6 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 


NATURE OF 


| 


GENERAL OFFENSES — Continued 


ASSAULT 
BUAGI ARY 


LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. OF 

STOLEN PROPERTY 
POSTAL 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 


FRAUD TOTAL 
INCOME TAX 
POSTAL AND INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC. 
LENDING AND CREDIT 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 
OTHER FRAUD 


AUTO THEFT 


FORGERY ANDCOUNTERFEITING 152 


DRUGS TOTAL 
MARIJUANA 
NARCOTICS 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 
OTHER DRUG RELATED 
OFFENSES 


CIRCUIT 

TOTAL D.C. FIRST | SECOND | THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH SIXTH | SEVENTH | EIGHTH | NINTH 
80 . 1 6 7 12 8 6 4 8 13 
36 . 2 . 7 5 1 6 1 3 8 
238 2 9 3 16 27 x) 19 8 10 uw 
41 4 9 2 2 10 3 3 2 4 
61 1 3 6 5 2 13 4 2 12 
54 , 4 4 12 4 5 : 1 13 
82 1 2 12 4 1 12 10 { 5 1 
139 2 10 1 14 6 2% 12 8 6 18 
1,383 12 59 179 78 81 151 102 73 97 251 
228 17 15 11 25 " 13 54 
377 2 15 48 21 22 44 20 21 26 66 
228 1 17 21 6 22 40 16 17 "1 39 
159 . 20 6 12 18 7 5 9 41 
391 9 4 54 30 14 24 37 19 38 51 
49 1 2 4 2 2 "1 5 6 4 3 
1 2 11 3 12 18 20 5 12 39 

91 . 4 2 4 1 6 7 1 25 23 
5,996 221 187 463 293 408 833 544 348 348 1,014 
973 2 12 19 16 32 238 102 46 70 208 
4,181 216 128 388 242 346 451 394 263 205 640 
514 2 16 47 19 17 102 23 16 56 123 
268 1 31 9 16 13 42 25 23 17 43 


TENTH 


ELEVENTH 


10 
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Table B-7. (Continued) 
cuit ; a 
NATURE OF 

__ SUITOR OFFENSE TOTAL =| BC. | FIRST | SECOND | THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH | SEVENTH | EIGHTH | NINTH | TENTH | ELEVENTH 
MISC. GENERAL OFFENSES 
TOTAL 1,629 20 54 63 90 185 237 179 11 87 239 106 229 
BRIBERY 53 4 5 10 7 4 6 2 - 1 8 1 5 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING 

AND THREATS 167 3 - 21 10 12 19 14 iS) 4 26 24 25 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 18 . . . ° 11 : 3 : . ° 4 
KIDNAPPING 33 1 - 1 . 1 4 3 1 3 6 3 5 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 1,092 20 40 37 128 162 137 68 68 160 61 162 
ESCAPE 113 1 2 4 11 8 23 7 8 5 19 4 16 
PERJURY 25 1 - 2 1 5 3 2 4 2 5 
DRUNK DRIVING/TRAFFIC 19 1 . 2 7 3 1 4 1 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 

GENERAL OFFENSES 109 - 5 10 q 13 10 10 23 6 15 2 6 

QR 
oOo 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 209 . 10 10 3 8 37 4 . 2 115 13 7 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 683 12 29 42 48 42 87 58 35 24 141 55 110 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 27 - - - - 8 2 2 10 1 3 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 10 : - 1 6 - - 2 : 1 : 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 24 7 2 - - 3 4 1 2 1 4 
CIVIL RIGHTS 36 - - 3 13 5 1 3 3 5 3 
WITNESS INTIMIDATION. 56 1 - 4 3 3 2 10 6 5 8 8 6 
EXPLOSIVES/NON-VESSEL 61 . 1 4 2 4 10 5 7 5 5 3 15 
OTHER 469 4 26 30 24 26 62 35 17 14 111 4) 79 


NOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 


ral ales 


a 


Table B-8. 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit - Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TERMINATIONS Se 
Pending Percent Pending 
Source of Appeals October 1, 1991 Filed Total By Judges Other Reversed September 30, 1992 
Total’ 839 1,702 1,563 951 612 12 978 
Board of Contract Appeals 56 81 70 48 22 g 67 
Court of International Trade 23 55 39 33 6 48 39 
Court of Veterans Appeals 34 88 64 44 20 - 58 
Department of Veterans Affairs 28 17 44 34 10 - 1 
US Claims Court 108 181 162 129 33 17 127 
US Cistrict Courts 191 315 252 170 82 18 254 
= International Trade Commission 7 6 7 5 2 60 6 
- Merit Systems Protection Board 311 789 759 370 389 4 341 
Patent and Trademark Office 77 129 130 86 44 23 76 
Writs? 4 41 36 32 4 - 9 


‘THERE WERE NO APPEALS FROM DECISIONS OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, SECRETARY OF COMMERCE OR THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE. 
*THIS CATEGORY INCLUDES WRITS OF MANDAMUS, OTHER EXTRAORDINARY WRITS, PETITIONS FOR PERMISSION TO APPEAL AND DISCRETIONARY PETITIONS FOR REVIEW. 
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Table C. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991 and 1992 


| FILINGS | TERMINATIONS PENDING 
Percent Percent Percent 
CIRCUIT 1991! 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change 

TOTAL 210,890 230,509 9.3 220,262 231,304 5.0 226,234 225,439 0.4 

DC 2,949 3,077 43 2,943 3,124 6.2 3,859 3,812 -1.2 
1ST 7,545 8,004 73 7,041 10,369 47.3 11,780 9,514 -19.3 

ME 687 757 10.2 732 798 9.0 456 415 -9.0 
MA 3,923 3,901 0.6 ° 3,538 6,387 80.5 7,743 5,257 -32.1 
NH 609 903 48.3 583 759 30.2 803 947 17.9 
Ri 649 696 7.2 648 714 10.2 809 791 -2.2 
PR 1,677 1,837 9.5 1,540 1,711 11.1 1,978 2,104 6.4 

NX 

a 2ND 19,059 22,302 17.5 15,583 21,566 38.4 29,154 29,980 2.8 
CT 2,876 2,562 -10.9 2,436 2,585 6.1 3,771 3,748 -0.6 
NY,N 1,475 1,702 15.4 1,869 1,614 -13.7 2,830 2,918 3.1 
NYE 4,983 6,139 23.2 3,763 5,627 49.5 6,968 7,480 7.3 
NY,S 7,966 10,038 26.0 5,534 9,732 75.9 12,984 13,290 2.4 
NY,W 1,403 1,497 6.7 1,643 1,602 -2.5 2,160 2,055 49 
VT 356 454 27.5 338 406 20.1 441 489 10.9 
3RD 20,161 20,664 25 19,657 21,480 93 22,771 21,955 3.6 

DE 769 798 3.8 718 934 30.1 986 850 -13.8 
NJ 5,763 5,692 -1.2 5,463 6,022 10.2 5,427 5,097 6.1 
PAE 8,164 8,150 0.2 7,519 8,775 16.7 10,606 9,981 59 
PA.M 1,842 2,001 8.6 2,130 1,979 7A 1,482 1,504 1.5 
PAW 2,836 3,632 28.1 3,046 3,071 0.8 2,811 3,372 20.0 
Vi 787 391 -50.3 781 699 -10.5 1,459 1,151 -21.1 
4TH 16,941 18,152 74 16,929 18,011 6.4 16,441 15,582 0.9 

MD 3,551 3,563 0.3 3,130 3,671 17.3 3,594 3,486 -3.0 
NC,E 1,278 1,510 18.2 1,360 1,419 43 977 1,068 9.3 
NC,.M 644 771 19.7 604 676 11.9 625 720 15.2 
NC,W 736 907 23.2 798 738 -7.5 773 942 21.9 
Sc 3,763 3,850 2.3 2,970 3,546 19.4 3,387 3,691 9.0 
VA,E 3,491 3,942 12.9 3,882 4,529 16.7 2,853 2,266 -20.6 
VA.W DS Siwy 1,592 1,748 9.8 1,987 1,736 -12.6 1,369 1,381 0.9 
WV,N f 512 588 14.8 528 616 16.7 626 598 45 


WV,S 1,374 1,273 -7.4 1,670 1,080 -35.3 1,237 1,430 15.6 


ZI 


Table C. (Continued) 


| FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
Percent Percent Percent 
CIRCUIT 1991! 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change | 1991 1992 Change 

5TH 26,874 27,426 2.1 33,086 30,529 77 20,180 26,077 -10.6 
LA,E 4,575 4,110 -10.2 5,289 4,401 -16.8 3,411 3,120 -8.5 
LA.M 1,260 1,149 -8.8 1,177 1,198 1.8 1,482 1,433 -3.3 
LA,W 2,762 2,554 7.5 2,934 3,108 5.9 3,389 2,835 16.4 
MS,N 1,033 1,135 9.9 1,027 992 3.4 1,311 1,454 10.9 
MS,S 1,789 1,943 8.6 3,390 1,843 45.6 2,093 2,193 48 
TX,N 4,576 4,776 4.4 5,174 4,957 -4.2 4,294 4,113 4.2 
TX,E 2,700 3,102 14.9 4,637 4,038 -12.9 4,016 3,080 -23.3 
TX,S 5,494 5,868 6.8 6,370 6,906 8.4 6,786 5,748 15.3 
TX,W 2,685 2,789 3.9 3,087 3,086 0.0 2,398 2,101 12.4 

6TH 21,903 24,938 13.4 91,235 25,137 “19.5 21,090 20,891 -1.0 
KY,E 2,046 1,800 -12.0 1,755 2,115 20.5 1,786 1,471 -17.6 
KYW 1,505 1,494 0.7 1,490 1,542 3.5 1,839 1,791 -2.6 
MILE 5,495 7,790 41.8 5,199 7,107 36.7 4,780 5,463 14.3 
MI,W 1,707 1,619 5.2 1,814 1,654 -8.8 1,431 1,396 2.5 
OH,N 4,389 4,464 1.7 13,472 5,083 62.3 4,134 3,515 -15.0 
OH,S 2,482 2,798 12.7 2,987 2,723 -8.8 2,536 2,611 3.0 
TNE 1,730 2,161 249 1,840 1,953 1 1,710 1,918 12.2 
™N.M 1,375 1,457 6.0 1,282 1,402 9.4 1,250 1,305 4.4 
TN.W 1,264 1,355 7.2 1,396 1,558 11.6 1,624 1,421 -12.5 

7TH 16,950 18,073 6.6 17,464 18,343 5.0 14,269 13,999 -1.9 
IL,N 1,239 1,381 11.5 1,083 1,342 23.9 1,342 1,381 29 
iL.s 1,311 1,320 0.7 1,314 1,482 12.8 1,528 1,366 -10.6 
IN.N 1,484 1,641 10.6 1,638 1,596 -2.6 1,321 1,366 3.4 
INS 2,111 2,684 27.1 2,608 2,708 3.8 2,173 2,149 -1.1 
WIE 1,408 1,398 0.7 1,330 1,418 6.6 1,362 1,342 1.5 
WIW 1,085 971 -10.5 1,062 986 -7.2 302 287 -5.0 

8TH 14,093 14,729 4.5 14,662 13,364 8.9 14,269 15,634 9.6 
AR,E 1,952 2,096 7.4 2,238 1,454 -35.0 1,687 2,329 38.1 
AR,W 1,013 1,030 1.7 917 999 8.9 599 630 5.2 
IA,N 658 645 -2.0 628 540 -14.0 621 726 16.9 
IAS 1,097 1,118 1.9 1,991 1,133 43.1 1,548 1,533 1.0 
MN 1,909 2,204 15.5 1,843 2,060 11.8 2,003 2,147 7.2 
MO,E 2,966 2,959 -0.2 2,608 2,515 -3.6 3,209 3,653 13.8 
MO,W 2,338 2,504 7.1 2,231 2,298 3.0 2,413 2,619 8.5 
NE 1,216 1,237 1.7 1,341 1,348 0.5 1,360 1,249 -8.2 
ND yaa @ 533 474 “11.1 449 616 37.2 524 382 -27.1 


SD nr 411 462 12.4 416 401 3.6 305 366 20.0 
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Table C. (Continued) 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
Percent Percent Percent 
CIRCUIT 1991! 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change | 1991 1992 Change 

9TH 31,809 36,032 13.3 30,302 34,862 15.0 32,466 33,636 3.6 

AK 674 951 41.1 680 677 -0.5 1,003 1,277 27.3 
AZ 2,830 3,351 18.4 2,564 2,914 13.7 3,441 3,878 12.7 
CA,N 5,167 6,062 17.3 4,516 5,708 26.4 5,206 5,560 6.8 
CA,E 2,349 2,900 23.5 2,183 2,486 13.9 2,846 3,260 14.5 
CA,C 10,069 11,153 10.8 8,949 11,217 25.3 8,606 8,542 -0.8 
CA,S 1,890 2,137 13.1 2,045 2,267 10.9 2,128 1,998 -6.1 
HI 765 858 12.2 802 1,465 82.7 1,601 994 -37.9 
ID 539 538 0.2 604 554 -8.3 676 660 -2.4 
MT 743 709 -4.6 990 758 -23.4 927 878 5.3 
NV 1,689 1,913 13.3 1,916 1,745 -8.9 1,622 1,790 10.4 
OR 2,005 2,109 5.2 2,017 2,025 0.4 1,621 1,705 5.2 
WA,E 649 650 0.2 784 694 -11.5 452 408 -9.7 
WA,W 2,307 2,594 12.4 2,139 2,207 3.2 2,148 2,535 18.0 
GUAM 100 83 -17.0 83 112 34.9 153 124 -19.0 
Q NMI 33 24 -27.3 30 33 10.0 36 27 -25.0 

2. 

10TH 10,534 11,902 13.0 10,806 11,297 4.5 10,426 11,031 5.8 

co 2,126 2,585 21.6 2,285 2,191 -4.1 1,869 2,263 21.1 
KS 1,789 1,903 6.4 1,831 2,052 12.1 2,026 1,877 -7.4 
NM 1,254 1,412 12.6 1,233 1,518 23.1 1,863 1,757 -5.7 
OK,N 1,022 1,110 8.6 1,020 999 -2.1 935 1,046 11.9 
OK,E 726 872 20.1 751 752 0.1 381 501 31.5 
OK,W 2,014 2,442 21.3 1,921 2,044 6.4 1,418 1,816 28.1 
UT 1,224 1,213 0.9 1,375 1,396 1.5 1,600 1,417 -11.4 
WY 379 365 -3.7 390 345 -11.5 334 354 6.0 
11TH 21,982 25,030 13.9 20,555 23,222 13.0 21,520 23,328 8.4 
AL,N 3,136 3,837 22.4 2,985 2,944 -1.4 2,310 3,203 38.7 
AL,M 1,535 1,830 19.2 1,383 1,560 12.8 1,221 1,491 22.1 
ALS 1,077 1,162 79 1,156 1,122 -3.0 1,108 1,148 3.6 
FL,N 1,290 1,551 20.2 1,078 1,375 27.6 1,311 1,487 13.4 
FL.M 4,362 4,861 11.4 3,886 4,822 24.1 4,715 4,754 0.8 
FL.S 4,719 5,364 13.7 4,090 4,945 20.9 4,705 5,124 8.9 
GA,N 3,386 3,902 15.2 3,221 3,607 12.0 3,588 3,883 8.2 
GA,M 1,106 1,176 6.3 1,015 1,292 27.3 1,366 1,250 -8.5 
GA,S 1,371 1,347 -1.8 1,741 1,555 -10.7 1,196 988 -17.4 


NOTE: PENDING CASES FOR 1992 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 26.000 ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA.E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULITI-DISTRICT LITIGATION 
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Table C-1. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| Total Civil Cases U.S. Civil Cases | Private Civil Cases 
| i 


Circultand District §=§ Pending | | Pending Pending | | | Pending Pending Pending 
| Sep. 30, 1991 ‘Commenced Terminated | | Sep. 30, 1992) Sep. 30, 1991 |\Commenced' | Terminated | Sep. 30,1992 Sep. 30. 1991 Commenced’ Terminated rep. 30, 1992 


TOTAL 226,234 230,609 231,304 225,439 48,921 62,600 61,970 49,551 177,313 167,909 169,334 176,888 

DC 3,859 3,077 3,124 3,812 2,150 1,659 1,666 2,143 1,709 1,418 1,458 1,669 
18T 11,789 6,094 10,369 9,514 2,067 2,754 2,428 2,383 9,732 5,340 7,041 7,131 

Mie 456 757 798 415 109 255 261 103 347 502 537 312 
MA 7,743 3,901 6,387 5,257 1,081 1,093 943 1,231 6,662 2,808 5 444 4,026 
NH 803 903 759 947 142 340 221 261 661 563 538 686 
RI 809 696 714 79) 95 128 110 113 714 568 604 678 
PR 1,978 1,837 1,711 2,104 630 938 893 675 1,348 899 818 1,429 
~ 2ND 29,154 22,392 21,566 29,980 4,588 5,008 4,513 5,083 24,566 17,384 17,053 24,897 
w" CT 3,771 2,562 2,585 3,748 612 620 484 748 3,159 1,942 2,101 3,000 
NY.N 2,830 1,702 1.614 2,918 470 395 404 461 2,360 1,307 1,210 2,457 
NYE 6,968 6,139 5,627 7,480 1,702 2,231 1,967 1,966 5,266 3,908 3,660 5.514 
NYS 12,984 10,038 9,732 13,290 1,273 1,233 1,100 1,406 11,711 8,805 8,632 11,884 
NY W 2,160 1,497 1,602 2,055 419 392 432 379 1,741 1,105 1,170 1,676 
VT 44) 454 406 489 112 137 126 123 329 317 BO 366 
3RD 22,771 20,664 21,480 21,955 2,306 3,202 3,351 2,187 20,465 17,462 18,129 19,798 

DE 986 798 934 850 90 136 137 89 896 662 797 761 
NJ 6,427 5,692 6,022 5,097 821 848 902 767 4,606 4,844 5,120 4,330 
PAE 10,606 8,150 8,775 9,981 537 948 996 489 10,069 7,202 7,779 9,492 
PAM 1,482 2,001 1,979 1,504 225 425 407 243 1,257 1,576 1,572 1,261 
PAW 2,811 3,632 3,071 3,372 601 824 890 535 2,210 2,808 2,181 837 
vi 1,459 391 699 1,151 32 21 19 34 1,427 370 680 1,117 
4TH 15,441 18,162 18,011 16,682 3,487 5,173 4,883 3,777 11,954 12,979 13,128 11,806 

MD 3,594 3,563 3,671 3,486 598 825 854 569 2,996 738 2,817 2,917 
NC.E 977 1,510 1,419 1,068 288 580 526 342 689 930 893 726 
NC.M 625 771 676 720 189 330 227 292 436 44) 449 428 
NCW 773 907 738 942 206 369 230 345 567 538 508 597 
SC 3,387 3,850 3,546 3,691 946 1,259 1,289 916 2,441 2,591 2,257 2,775 
VAE 2,853 3,942 4,529 2,266 385 776 aC 358 2,468 3,166 3,726 1,908 
VA.W 1,369 1,748 1,736 1,381 357 445 457 345 1,012 1,303 1,279 1,036 
WV,.N 626 588 616 598 162 184 185 161 464 404 431 437 
WV,S 1,237 1,273 1,080 1,430 356 405 312 449 881 868 768 981 


Oo”, 
fe 


921 
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Table C-1. (Continued) 
Circuit and District Pending 
Sep. 30, 1991 
STH 29,180 
LAE 3,411 
LAL 1,482 
LA,W 3,389 
MS,N 1,311 
MS,S 2,093 
TX,N 4,294 
TX.E 4,016 
T™,S 6,786 
TX,W 2,398 
6TH 21,090 
KY,E 1,786 
KY,W 1,839 
MILE 4,780 
MI,.W 1,431 
OH,N 4,134 
OH,S 2,536 
TNE 1,710 
™N.M 1,250 
™N.W 1,624 
7TH 14,269 
IL,|N 6,241 
IL.C 1,342 
iL.S 1,528 
INN 1,321 
INS 2,173 
WILE 1,362 
WI.W 302 
8TH 14,269 
ARE 1,687 
AR,W 599 
|A,N 621 
IA,S 1,548 
MN 2,003 
MO,E 3,209 
MO,.W 2,413 
NE 1,360 
ND 524 
SD 


Total Civil Cases 


—_ Terminated 


27,426 30,529 
4,110 4,401 
1,149 1,198 
2,554 3,108 
1,135 992 
1,943 1,843 
4,776 4,957 
3,102 4,038 
5,668 6,906 
2,789 3,086 

24,938 25,137 
1,600 2,115 
1,494 1,542 
7,790 7,107 
1,619 1,654 
4,464 5,083 
2,798 2,723 
2,161 1,953 
1,457 1,402 
1,355 1,558 

18,073 18,343 
8,678 8,811 
1,381 1,342 
1,320 1,482 
1,641 1,596 
2,684 2,708 
1,398 1,418 

971 986 

14,729 13,364 
2,096 1,454 
1,030 999 

645 540 
1,118 1,133 
2,204 2,060 
2,959 2,515 
2,504 2,298 
1,237 1,348 

474 616 

462 401 


1 


Pending 


Sep. 30, 1992 


Pending 
Sep. 30, 1991 |\Commenced'| Terminated | Sep. 30,1992 |Sep. 30. 1991 |Commenced' | Terminated | Sep. 30, 1992 


U.S. Civil Cases 


6,167 6,945 
674 610 
134 137 
687 911 
177 201 
450 443 

1,494 1,482 
423 524 

1,246 1,630 
882 1,007 

8,809 8,094 
621 904 
373 304 

4,111 3,440 
326 346 

1,119 1,139 
800 775 
562 440 
352 349 
345 397 

3,591 3,954 

1,501 1,573 
273 301 
339 389 
303 381 
515 630 
357 368 
303 312 

4,140 3,696 
631 352 
398 396 
202 162 
282 283 
692 630 
487 422 
642 665 
376 407 
253 242 
177 137 


Pending 


5,280 
457 


183 


Private Civil Cases 


| 


Pending Pending 
23,122 21,269 23,584 20,797 
3,018 3,436 3,791 2,663 
1,326 1,015 1,061 1,280 
2,465 1,867 2,197 2,135 
1,133 958 791 1,300 
1,748 1,493 1,400 1,841 
3,130 3,282 3,475 2,937 
3,460 2,679 3,514 2,625 
5,192 4,622 5,276 4,538 
1,650 1,907 2,079 1,478 
16,911 16,129 17,043 14,997 
1,150 979 1,211 918 
1,530 1,121 1,238 1,413 
3,335 3,679 3,667 3,347 
1,183 1,293 1,308 1,168 
3,105 3,345 3,944 2,506 
1,878 1,998 1,948 1,928 
1,409 1,599 1,513 1,495 
1,010 1,105 1,053 1,062 
1,311 1,010 1,161 1,160 
11,506 14,482 14,389 11,599 
5,233 7,177 7,238 5,172 
1,126 1,108 1,041 1,193 
1,203 981 1,093 1,091 
1,016 1,338 1,215 1,139 
1,670 2,169 2,078 1,761 
1,054 1,041 1,050 1,045 
204 668 674 198 
11,252 10,589 9,668 12,173 
1,309 1,465 1,102 1,672 
395 632 603 424 
480 443 378 545 
1,237 836 850 1,223 
1,543 1,512 1,430 1,625 
2,758 2,472 2,093 3,137 
1,899 1,862 1,633 2,128 
1,049 861 941 969 
371 221 374 218 
211 285 264 232 


ZZI 


Pending 


Table C-1. (Continued) 
Total Civil Cases 
Circuit and District Pending Pending 

— | Sep. 99, 1204 |Commencad’ | Verminated /Gep. 88, 1008 

9TH 32,466 36,032 34,862 33,636 
AK 1,003 951 677 1,277 
AZ 3,441 3,351 2,914 3,878 
CA,N 5,206 6,062 5,708 5,560 
CAE 2,846 2,900 2,486 3,260 
CA,C 8,606 11,153 11,217 8,542 
CA,S 2,128 2,137 2,267 1,998 
HI 1,601 858 1,465 994 
ID 676 538 554 660 
MT 927 709 758 878 
NV 1,622 1,913 1,745 1,790 
OR 1,621 2,109 2,025 1,705 
WA,E 452 650 694 408 
WA,W 2,148 2,594 2,207 2,535 
GUAM 153 83 112 124 
NMI 36 24 33 27 
10TH 10,426 11,902 11,297 11,031 
co 1,869 2,585 2,191 2,263 
KS 2,026 1,903 2,052 1,877 
NM 1,663 1,412 1,518 1,757 
OK,N 935 1,110 999 1,046 
OK,E 381 872 752 501 
OK,W 1,418 2,442 2,044 1,816 
UT 1,600 1,213 1,396 1,417 
WY 334 365 345 354 
11TH 21,520 25,030 23,222 23,328 
AL,N 2,310 3,837 2,944 3,203 
AL,.M 1,221 1,830 1,560 1,491 
AL,S 1,108 1,162 1,122 1,148 
FL,N 1,311 1,551 1,375 1,487 
FL,M 4,715 4,861 4,822 4,754 
FL,S 4,705 5,364 4,945 5,124 
GA,N 3,588 3,902 3,607 3,883 
GA,M 1,366 1,176 1,292 1,250 
GA,S 1,196 1,347 1,555 988 


9,300 
269 
732 

1,309 
816 

3,218 
772 


204 


U.S. Civil Cases 


11,8654 


281 


12,324 
196 
816 


281 


Pending 


Sep. 30, 1991 Commenced '| Terminated | Sep. 30, 1992 


8,830 
301 
764 

1,527 
810 

2,472 


Pending 


Sep. 30. 1991 
23,166 

734 

2,709 

3,897 

2,030 

5,388 

1,356 

1,407 

391 


Private Civil Cases 
| l 
commenced 
24,178 22,538 
723 481 
2,503 2,098 
4,023 3,887 
2,058 1,638 
6,619 5,937 
1,270 1,348 
668 1,267 
378 348 
484 510 
1,489 1,349 
1,535 1,445 
430 459 
1,916 1,652 
63 92 
19 27 
8,404 7,602 
2,011 1,623 
1,348 1,423 
1,054 1,025 
802 731 
542 477 
1,423 1,197 
924 1,059 
300 267 
18,285 16,601 
3,121 2,254 
1,576 1,278 
868 834 
951 829 
3,633 3,528 
3,202 2,928 
3,040 2,818 
828 858 
1,066 1,274 


NOTE: PENDING CASES FOR 1992 EXCLUDE APPROXIMATELY 26.000 ASBESTOS CASES TRANSFERRED TO PA.E UNDER ORDER 875 OF THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTI-DISTRICT LITIGATION. 


(REVISED 


Pending 


Terminated Sep. 30, 1992 


24,806 
976 
3,114 
4,033 
2,450 
6,070 
1,278 
808 
421 
632 
1,465 
1,261 
279 
1,688 
107 
24 


8,198 
1,869 
1,340 
1,296 
749 
291 
1,217 
1,152 
284 


18,018 
2,737 
1,330 

945 
1,010 
3,589 
3,476 
3,231 

916 

784 


Table C-2. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Commenced By Basis of Jurisdiction 
and Nature of Suit During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


1992 
r __ USCASES |  ~—~—~—~_ PRIVATE CASES 
NATURE OF SUIT Federal Diversity of Local 
1991 Total Plaintitt Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 210,890 230,509 35,453 27,147 118,180 49,432 297 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 45,418 49,434 19,720 1,247 7,181 21,223 63 
INSURANCE 7,364 7,320 45 95 946 6,228 6 
MARINE 3,190 3,310 45 17 3,091 151 6 
MILLER ACT 1,116 835 277 4 554 ; 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 3,092 2,690 1,109 141 395 1,045 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS, TOTAL 11,188 16,006 15,777 103 50 76 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 6,344 11,711 11,693 18 , 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 4,289 3,809 3,806 3 ; 
OTHER 555 486 278 82 50 76 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 19,468 19,273 2,467 887 2,145 13,723 51 
<— _ REALPROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 10,049 9,976 5,906 667 1,147 2,222 94 
o CONDEMNATION OF LAND 547 443 338 19 58 28 ' 
FORECLOSURE 7,586 7,630 5,277 268 623 1,431 31 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 414 390 86 20 120 163 
TORTS TO LAND/INCLUDING 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 441 453 26 66 96 265 ; 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 1,061 1,060 179 294 250 335 2 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 35,945 38,179 169 3,202 8,874 25,860 74 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 32,681 34,840 51 2,895 7,920 23,905 69 
PERSONAL INJURY 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 10,952 12,437 59 1,082 11,290 6 
AIRPLANE 111 114 ; 15 98 , 
MARINE 55 75 38 36 
MOTOR VEHICLE 533 567 14 22 529 2 
ASBESTOS 5,596 5,131 4 860 4,267 
OTHER 4,657 6,550 39 147 6,360 4 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 21,729 22,403 51 2,836 6,838 12,615 63 
AIRPLANE 886 685 : 121 159 405 
MARINE 2.978 2,854 12 164 2,254 421 3 
MOTOR VEHICLE 5,883 5,635 6 847 176 4,603 3 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 619 684 58 142 483 ; 
FEDERALEMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT 2,497 3,233 120 3,113 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1,348 1,375 518 9 848 
OTHER 7518 7,937 33 1,008 985 5,855 56 
Lake 
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Table C-2. (Continued) 


Fr SEER soemenenenenianenmees _ 
J US CASES | PRIVATECASES 
NATURE OF SUIT Federal Diversity of Local 
1991 Total Plaintiff Defendant | Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL _ 3,264 SO 3,339 oe 118 307 ( tté«C 7 1,955 ee ie 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 1,567 1,640 45 70 576 945 4 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 1,697 1,699 73 237 378 1,010 1 

ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 119,337 132,818 9,658 22,031 100,975 125 29 

ANTITRUST 654 502 18 3 481 . : 

BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 5,050 5,405 96 82 5,227 : : 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 4,332 4,626 91 67 4,468 . . 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 718 779 5 15 759 

BANKS AND BANKING 771 1,097 278 382 437 . : 

CIVIL. RIGHTS, TOTAL 19,892 24,233 639 1,773 21,821 . . 
VOTING 247 494 9 12 473 . . 
EMPLOYMENT 8,370 10,771 440 827 9,504 
HOUSING AND ACCOMODATIONS 452 527 75 33 419 
WELFARE 130 125 1 15 109 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 10,693 12,316 114 886 11,316 

COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 1,900 1,998 93 7 1,896 . . 

ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 1,080 1,236 262 183 791 : ; 

DEPORTATION 54 88 . 78 10 : 

PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 42,316 48,423 . 6,997 41,420 . 6 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 3,385 3,983 . 3,983 . . . 
HABEAS CORPUS 12,019 12,806 . 1,507 11,296 . 3 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 664 1,078 . 597 479 . 2 
CIVILRIGHTS 26,248 30,556 . 910 29,645 . 1 

FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 5,525 5,529 5,328 201 . . : 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 91 98 57 41 ‘ . ‘ 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 635 559 541 18 
DRUG RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 2,217 2,348 2,314 34 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 45 57 55 2 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 91 75 72 3 
OTHER FORFEITURE ANDPENALTYSUITS 2,446 2,392 2,289 103 
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Table C-2. (Continued) 


1992 
U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 
NATURE OF SUIT Federal Diversity of Local 
1991 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 14,917 16,394 773 147 15,474 - : 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,328 1,464 399 17 1,048 - - 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 2,039 2,219 80 34 2,105 - - 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 149 174 28 5 141 - - 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 163 163 - 9 154 - - 
E.R.1.S.A 9,843 10,918 157 28 10,733 - - 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,395 1,456 109 54 1,293 - - 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 5,186 5,830 18 19 5,793 . : 
COPYRIGHT 1,795 2,080 - - 2,080 - - 
PATENT 1,171 1,474 5 19 1,450 - - 
TRADEMARK 2,220 2,276 13 . 2,263 . - 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, 
AND EXCHANGES 2,084 2,002 194 9 1,799 : - 
Go SOCIALSECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 8,491 8,958 93 8,865 - : : 
= HEALTH INSURANCE 139 125 . 125 . . . 
BLACK LUNG CASES 16 20 1 19 . - - 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 5,890 5,894 92 5,802 . - - 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 2,138 2,537 . 2,537 - - - 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 308 382 - 382 : - - 
RICO 972 897 8 : 813 76 : 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 12 22 - : 22 - - 
TAX SUITS 2,493 2,296 793 1,497 : : 6 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 27 37 : 37 ° ° ° 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 350 436 - 383 53 : - 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 262 425 a 21 334 4g 17 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 7,301 7,010 1,061 1,345 4,604 - - 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 141 102 - . 3 2 97 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 8 3 - - - - 3 
INSANITY - - - : . - - 
PROBATE : - - : - - - 
OTHER 133 99 . - 3 2 94 
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Table C-2A. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Commenced by Nature of Suit 
During the 12 Month Periods Ended September 30, 1988 through 1992 


| Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1988 1989 1990 1991 | 1992 1992/1991 

TOTAL CASES ee 2888 218,051 210,890 230,509 9.3 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 62,691 57,682 44,386 45,418 49,434 8.8 
INSURANCE 7,971 7,722 7,098 7,364 7,320 -0.6 
MARINE 3,366 3,279 3,246 3,190 3,310 3.8 
MILLER ACT 1,523 1,724 1,459 1,116 835 -25.2 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 3,558 3,830 3,000 3,092 2,690 -13.0 

RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS 
AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 18,472 14,610 9,394 11,188 16,006 43.1 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 4,650 6,486 4,471 6,344 11,711 84.6 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENT 12,953 7,370 4,381 4,289 3,809 -11.2 
OTHER 869 754 542 555 486 -12.4 
@ OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 27,801 26,517 20,189 19,468 19,273 -1.0 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 12,327 10,434 9,613 10,049 9,976 -0.7 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 470 479 487 547 443 -19.0 
FORECLOSURE 9,834 7,943 7,188 7,586 7,630 0.6 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 430 407 341 414 390 -5.8 
TORTS TO LAND/INCLUDING PRODUCT LIABILITY 453 435 487 441 453 2.7 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 1,140 1,170 1,110 1,061 1,060 01 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 45,850 40,213 46,246 35,945 38,179 6.2 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 42,093 36,632 43,028 32,681 34,840 6.6 
PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 17,052 12,757 21,027 10,952 12,437 13.6 
AIRPLANE 174 192 189 111 114 2.7 
MARINE 108 74 252 55 75 36.4 
MOTOR VEHICLE 647 646 588 533 567 6.4 
ASBESTOS 11,792 7,806 16,038 5,596 5,131 -8.3 
OTHER 4,331 4,039 3,960 4,657 6,550 40.6 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 25,041 23,875 22,001 21,729 22,403 3.1 
AIRPLANE 713 683 870 886 685 -22.7 
MARINE 3,043 2,960 2,939 2,978 2,854 -4.2 
MOTOR VEHICLE 7,332 7,195 6,121 5,883 5,635 4.2 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 817 652 672 619 684 10.5 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 2,470 2,755 2,707 2,497 3,233 29.5 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1,607 1,461 1,352 1,348 1,375 2.0 
OTHER ; 9,059 8,169 7,340 7,518 7,937 5.6 
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Table C-2A. (Continued) 
Y ! | | 
| 
| | | | _ Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1988 | 1989 | 1990 1991 1992 | 1992/1991 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE, TOTAL 3,757 5,581 3,218 3,264 3,339 2.3 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 1.664 1,860 1,555 1,567 1,640 47 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 2,093 1,931 1,663 1,697 1,699 0.1 
ACTIONS UNDER ST*TUTES TOTAL 119,695 117,385 118,680 119,337 132,818 11.3 
ANTITRUST 661 617 524 654 502 -23.3 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 5,950 4,804 5,149 5,050 5,405 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) 4,305 4,109 4,312 4,332 4,626 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 1,645 695 837 718 /79 
BANKS AND BANKING 703 884 703 771 1,097 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 19,339 19,092 18,914 19,892 24,233 
VOTING 340 161 140 247 494 
EMPLOYMENT 8,591 8.844 8,272 8,370 10,771 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 321 333 367 452 527 
WELFARE 134 118 135 130 125 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 9,953 9,636 10,000 10,693 12,316 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 1,635 1,604 2,191 1,900 1,998 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 867 958 1,004 1,080 1,236 
DEPORTATION 106 70 68 54 88 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 39,767 41,515 43,195 42,316 48,423 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 2,188 2,640 3,074 3,385 3,983 
HABEAS CORPUS 12,059 12,404 13,068 12,019 12,806 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 604 650 893 664 1,078 
CIVIL RIGHTS 24,916 25,821 26,160 26,248 30,556 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL 4,145 5,431 5,991 5,525 5,529 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 102 127 87 91 98 
, FOOD AND DRUG ACT 963 1,171 739 635 559 
DRUG RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 360 1,914 2,217 2,348 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 120 87 48 45 57 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT 39 44 58 91 75 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 2,920 3,642 3,145 2,446 2,392 
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Table C-2A. (Continued) 
Percent Change 
NATURE OF SUIT 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1992/1991 
LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 12,685 13,483 14,068 14,917 16,394 9.9 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 1,386 1,368 1,261 1,328 1,464 10.2 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 2,701 2,470 2,275 2,039 2,219 8.8 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 182 187 166 149 174 16.8 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 252 225 196 163 163 0.0 
E.R.1.S.A. 6,884 7,801 8,726 9,843 10,918 10.9 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 1,280 1,432 1,444 1,395 1,456 44 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 6,034 5,865 5,729 5,186 5,830 12.4 
COPYRIGHT 2,265 2,251 2,075 1,795 2,080 15.9 
PATENT 1,224 1,162 1,236 1,171 1,474 25.9 
TRADEMARK 2,545 2,452 2,418 2,220 2,276 2.5 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 2,640 2,602 2,646 2,084 2,002 -3.9 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 13,746 9,347 6,901 8,491 8,958 5.5 
HEALTH INSURANCE 201 124 120 139 125 -10.1 
BLACK LUNG CASES 45 16 29 16 20 25.0 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 10,208 6,815 4,752 5,890 5,894 0.1 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 2,901 2,091 1,770 2,138 2,537 18.7 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 391 301 230 308 382 24.0 
OTHER . 
RICO 941 1,129 1,138 972 897 7.7 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS 4 2 3 12 22 83.3 
TAX SUITS 2,539 2,413 2,674 2,493 2,296 -7.9 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 29 32 39 27 37 37.0 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 343 324 410 350 436 24.6 
CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 341 315 304 262 425 62.2 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 7,220 6,898 7,029 7,301 7,010 -4.0 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 145 97 126 141 102 -27.7 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 4 5 1 8 3 
INSANITY 
PROBATE 1 . , , , 
OTHER 135 92 125 133 99 25.6 


NOTE. PERCENT CHANGE NOT COMPUTED WHERE BASE |S LESS THAN 10 
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Table C-3. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Commenced by Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| | UNITED STATES CASES 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate Habeas’ Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 

District CivilCases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust| Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights | Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits | Other 
TOTAL 230,509 62,600 20,967 6,573 3,371 21 2,412 3,983 1,607 910 §97 6,529 920 8,968 2,290 4,562 

pc 3,077 1,659 602 42 102 7 239 17 38 106 8 25 21 31 11 410 
18ST 8,004 2,754 697 §21 146 1 63 137 14 8 8 184 77 406 aa 44g 

Me 757 255 67 77 12 : 23 1 . 23 5 10 3 29 
MA 3,901 1,093 348 53 87 1 37 46 5 7 5 114 51 69 25 245 
NH 903 340 109 18 16 3 14 41 / 118 
Ri 696 128 4) 2 4 17 1 1 3 11 4 18 7 12 
PR 1,837 938 132 371 22 12 7 33 3 267 2 45 
2ND 22,392 §,008 1,644 472 208 2 187 411 110 66 176 532 83 §16 181 460 

CT 2,562 620 180 147 31 1 12 13 14 2 10 47 25 61 22 55 
NY.N 1,702 395 76 73 25 17 26 10 4 2 87 3 44 7 21 
NYE 6,139 2,231 974 103 129 1 49 220 16 10 134 174 20 192 53 156 
NYS 10,038 1,233 225 87 90 87 128 58 48 30 85 29 121 60 185 
NY. W 1,497 392 70 34 19 17 21 3 2 108 4 76 6 32 
VT 454 137 19 28 4 5 3 i] 31 2 22 3 11 
3RD 20,664 3,202 719 364 307 - 180 215 107 89 49 234 101 441 148 248 

DE 798 136 29 19 20 2 15 1 1 - 13 2 16 8 10 
NJ 5,692 848 131 81 129 68 45 6 3 66 35 124 48 105 
PAE 8,150 948 259 72 113 61 87 5 3 29 71 23 106 52 67 
PA.M 2,001 425 82 61 20 - 15 35 64 30 16 20 8 43 8 23 
PAW 3,632 824 217 128 23 - 30 33 30 49 57 33 152 30 41 
Vv 391 21 1 3 2 - 4 - - - 7 - . 2 2 
4TH 18,152 5,173 1,401 743 271 - 188 418 91 70 22 443 74 1,094 115 243 

MD 3,563 825 272 57 78 - 49 72 19 3 : 58 23 98 40 56 
NC.E 1,510 580 232 7 26 - 21 40 39 29 20 57 7 71 2 29 
NC,M 771 330 103 . 6 10 54 . 2 1 43 4 94 3 10 
NC,W 907 369 88 4 4 13 51 1 7 48 2 140 4 6 
SC 3,850 1,259 276 619 36 . 11 40 1 1 . 36 4 204 6 25 
VA.E 3,942 776 291 8 88 . 64 57 23 16 : 74 12 24 38 81 
VA.W 1,748 445 71 4 12 11 38 3 3 1 35 5 232 14 11 
WV.N 588 184 28 1 7 3 27 4 5 59 3 28 3 16 
WV.S 1,273 405 40 38 13 6 39 1 4 33 14 203 5 9 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 
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167,909 
1,418 
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20,694 
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2,914 
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21,821 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


pn ee 


UNITED STATES CASES 
ener er aeneemenmeme ee —_ —y - ———,— ae 
| | PRISONER PETITIONS 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
District CivilCases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust; Rights | Sentence | Corpus Rights _ Other __| Penalties |— ‘Suits | Security — L _ Suits | _ Other _ 


5TH 27,426 6,167 1,891 476 465 . 217 503 176 60 82 591 98 887 251 471 
LAE 4,110 674 152 38 100 . 37 58 4 3 1 50 6 135 27 63 
LA\M 1,149 134 29 36 12 . 6 2 . 1 . 3 2 27 7 4 
LA,W 2,554 687 82 196 54 : 8 15 33 10 2 11 5 216 18 37 
MS,N 1,135 177 51 28 7 . 2 15 . 1 18 2 40 . 13 
MS,S 1,943 450 202 35 32 . 1 18 . . 37 3 85 4 23 
TX,N 4,776 1,494 614 54 63 . 49 94 41 23 77 125 51 121 72 110 
TX,E 3,102 423 137 20 22 . 1 28 3 8 . 37 4 108 15 30 
TX,S 5,868 1,246 402 50 88 . 54 134 41 4 1 180 14 89 75 114 
TX.W 2,789 882 222 19 87 . 39 139 53 10 1 130 1 66 33 72 

6TH 24,938 8,809 4,003 616 223 4 236 407 98 81 39 567 116 1,649 228 342 
KY.E 1,800 821 40 185 17 . 13 30 44 36 21 52 7 325 12 39 
KYW 1,494 373 65 118 13 . 11 21 - 3 33 4 72 11 22 
MIE 7,790 4,111 3,122 32 53 . 68 104 32 14 12 136 21 395 54 68 
MI,wW 1,619 326 81 10 13 . 13 21 - 1 - 27 10 116 15 19 
OH,N 4,464 1,119 214 95 54 2 45 57 - 2 1 73 24 454 47 51 
OH,S 2,798 800 136 148 30 . 35 58 8 8 3 77 26 185 26 60 
TNE 2,161 562 115 15 16 2 20 46 3 2 96 10 192 10 35 
TN.M 1,457 352 121 8 11 . 15 25 - - 33 8 58 45 28 
TN.W 1,355 345 109 5 16 16 45 11 15 2 40 6 52 8 20 

7TH 18,073 3,591 935 §83 177 2 160 251 137 107 29 395 67 387 116 246 
IL,N 8,678 1,501 496 70 100 2 87 113 34 33 13 254 28 115 35 121 
IL,C 1,381 273 68 67 7 . 8 23 3 - 1 23 4 50 1 8 
IL,S 1,320 339 51 73 20 . ) 19 32 44 7 24 6 30 5 19 
IN.N 1,641 303 69 89 12 . 12 18 6 - . 8 5 40 15 29 
IN,S 2,684 515 137 114 26 . 17 14 34 16 6 30 7 63 24 27 
WIE 1,398 357 77 57 6 . 17 55 1 2 . 28 12 67 10 25 
WI,W 971 303 37 113 6 . 10 4 27 12 2 28 5 22 15 17 

8TH 14,729 4,140 1,010 771 159 1 121 260 123 81 15 263 42 860 127 307 
AR.E 2,096 631 58 259 16 : 13 15 . . 1 16 3 213 10 27 
AR,W 1,030 398 29 171 3 . 8 10 - . . 33 4 118 7 15 
1A,N 645 202 63 22 6 . 3 23 1 1 . 17 2 54 2 8 
IA,S 1,118 282 81 28 a 1 7 21 - - . 32 4 70 12 17 
MN 2,204 692 218 30 38 . 23 50 5A 29 6 52 5 107 31 49 
MO,E 2,959 487 201 11 31 . 23 23 1 1 1 50 13 82 10 40 
MO,W 2,504 642 138 3 20 . 20 70 59 44 5 34 6 167 25 51 
NE 1,237 376 134 118 17 : 8 18 . . . 16 5 13 17 30 
ND O° 4 474 253 58 87 7 . 5 g 3 2 . 2 . 19 8 53 


i 462 177 30 42 12 . 1 21 5 4 2 11 . 17 5 17 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 
seieeesieseetisitiamnntiaamasiees _— een a eee _ 
PRIVATE CASES 
ees | | _ PRISONER PETITIONS | 
Circuit Total | Marine | Vehicle | Other Other | | Mandamus | Copyright | 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal ‘Tort | Civil Habeas Civil | and Patent Labor All 
____ District — ‘| CivilCases | Contract | Property | FELA Injury Injury Injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights | Other Trademark Suits | Other 
5TH 21,259 3,743 211 87 1,176 601 3,402 4b4 48 2,503 1,411 4,250 32 457 1,197 1,677 
LAE 3,436 688 44 11 606 99 501 165 7 275 176 518 1 45 134 166 
LA.M 1,015 99 15 27 11 21 115 23 1 53 66 514 - 8 37 25 
LA,W 1,867 268 31 2 290 72 310 25 1 168 148 312 2 18 86 134 
MS,N 958 137 4 3 13 69 85 19 15 149 71 311 2 10 33 37 
MS,S 1,493 308 20 2 20 119 294 36 2 185 88 277 2 16 56 68 
TX,N 3,282 670 39 1 - 41 301 62 6 519 256 527 14 168 220 458 
TX,.E 2,679 212 g 12 41 46 1,003 8 4 188 178 815 9 14 73 67 
TX,S 4,622 1,009 31 20 194 96 596 90 7 579 288 713 - 122 395 48 
TX,W 1,907 352 18 9 1 38 197 36 5 387 140 263 2 56 163 240 
6TH 16,129 2,026 183 367 101 461 2,383 226 53 2,460 985 3,153 34 495 1 699 1,503 
KY.E 979 149 19 28 5 37 90 14 2 140 78 266 7 11 65 68 
KYW 1,121 135 13 13 17 33 109 19 4 112 107 396 - 28 69 
Co MIE 3,679 541 32 72 31 67 373 52 16 596 179 548 5 159 602 406 
™ MI,W 1,293 107 17 3 9 15 103 15 1 147 123 491 2 42 116 102 
OH,N 3,345 386 26 83 11 77 1,134 35 ) 492 113 156 3 106 420 294 
OH,S 1,998 270 16 63 7 207 43 10 373 137 255 3 81 217 262 
TNE 1,599 196 42 101 2 115 193 22 3 193 103 395 : 25 86 123 
™N.M 1,105 132 8 2 86 17 2 191 91 312 2 26 78 112 
™N.W 1,010 110 10 2 17 19 88 9 6 216 54 334 12 17 46 70 
7TH 14,482 1,751 1,358 305 32 300 1,533 196 28 1,975 898 2,353 17 448 2,150 1,139 
IL|N 7,177 1,027 1,309 162 13 92 263 91 20 975 176 565 7 310 1,519 648 
ILC 1,108 65 4 10 1 26 229 29 : 108 51 351 1 15 136 82 
IL,S 981 95 5 37 13 42 176 10 1 74 65 278 1 5 119 60 
IN.N 1,338 113 10 43 1 73 112 21 1 256 211 319 20 79 79 
INS 2,169 227 23 44 2 50 646 19 4 266 243 335 6 35 129 140 
WIE 1,041 150 8 2 11 70 18 2 210 75 245 2 39 12S 76 
WI,W 668 74 3 1 6 37 7 86 77 260 24 39 54 
8TH 10,589 1,324 84 185 30 374 978 155 32 1,582 914 3,030 68 255 812 766 
AR,E 1,465 126 10 10 11 61 106 20 - 265 138 538 54 8 50 68 
AR.W 632 101 13 2 - 36 71 13 1 106 60 146 7 39 37 
1A.N 443 47 2 7 18 39 7 2 51 13 198 14 31 14 
IA\S 836 80 4 46 1 22 58 10 110 44 355 4 18 30 54 
MIN 1,512 288 15 45 6 32 164 33 22 253 55 74 1 101 238 185 
MO,E 2,472 291 15 1 19 91 259 21 4 319 280 780 5 51 229 116 
MO,W 1,862 193 12 2 1 50 134 26 1 228 234 707 2 26 129 117 
NE 90 « 861 100 7 64 1 28 72 13 1 158 54 198 - 22 48 95 
ND ~" sw 224 42 4 6 9 32 . 41 15 7 2 5 11 42 
SD 285 56 2 2 27 43 7 1 51 21 27 3 7 38 


UNITED STATES CASES 
PRISONER PETITIONS | 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 

and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate Habeas | Civil and and Labor Social Tax All 
___District | CivilCases | U.S. Civil Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust| Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other | Penalties Suits | Security Suits | Other — 

9TH 36,032 11,854 5,388 374 792 3 435 §73 263 78 68 1,194 154 938 750 824 
AK 951 228 61 32 24 - 10 14 5 3 - 39 - 1 10 29 
AZ 3,351 848 399 46 55 - 30 52 2 1 1 117 20 36 37 52 
CA,N 6,062 2,039 1,291 30 143 1 74 42 30 18 16 62 24 114 107 87 
CAE 2,900 842 223 38 52 54 48 6 5 3 102 8 193 45 65 
CA,C 11,153 4,534 2,650 54 242 2 89 131 202 7 7 284 61 217 380 208 
CA,S 2,137 867 177 24 113 . 59 93 5 20 3 231 4 74 20 44 
Hi 858 190 32 10 37 - 5 11 2 1 50 4 2 12 24 
1D 538 160 35 23 11 - 4 8 17 1 15 19 22 
MT 709 225 36 43 13 - 12 15 1 - 7 3 67 11 16 
NV 1,913 424 94 8 12 23 26 1 - 74 6 6 35 138 
OR 2,109 574 125 26 19 20 45 19 16 36 83 4 109 28 44 

— WAE 650 220 67 13 8 - 7 17 - 44 1 25 12 26 
% WA,W 2,594 678 195 27 62 - 40 68 10 5 2 79 17 78 33 62 

GUAM 83 20 2 1 2 3 - 3 - 1 1 7 
NMI 24 5 1 - 1 - 2 1 

10TH 11,902 3,498 584 1,040 171 - 150 199 142 87 39 232 37 435 179 203 
co 2,585 574 153 26 47 - 42 26 37 12 18 58 3 42 49 55 
KS 1,903 555 126 115 12 - 26 33 47 46 10 25 6 59 16 34 
NM 1,412 358 41 54 39 24 48 4 4 1 44 7 51 15 26 
OK,N 1,110 308 41 100 15 q 15 3 19 68 12 26 
OK,E 872 330 34 156 10 7 12 3 24 3 76 5 
OK,W 2,442 1,019 95 562 27 19 36 49 19 10 21 6 121 27 27 
UT 1,213 289 77 18 18 20 25 2 2 34 5 15 44 29 
WY 365 65 17 “ 3 3 4 7 1 3 1 6 

11TH 25,030 6,745 2,193 571 260 1 236 592 189 77 62 869 50 1,115 171 359 
AL.N 3,837 716 203 15 19 1 26 23 11 1 3 20 7 346 13 18 
AL,M 1,830 254 92 7 5 - 20 7 1 1 - 50 5 53 6 7 
ALS 1,162 294 81 8 8 - 5 35 2 - - 24 2 102 4 18 
FL.N 1,551 600 152 154 26 - 12 33 31 19 8 88 2 45 13 17 
FL.M 4,861 1,228 288 135 69 - 62 146 18 4 5 148 4 221 47 76 
FLS 5,364 2,162 983 134 73 - 46 233 66 13 14 308 16 79 49 148 
GA,N 3,902 862 272 20 36 : 50 63 31 19 25 155 4 115 24 48 
GA,M 1,176 348 65 80 11 - 8 26 3 - - 33 3 96 6 17 
GA,S 1,347 281 57 18 13 - 7 26 26 10 7 43 2 58 4 10 
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Table C-3. (Continued) 


PRIVATE CASES 


PRISONER PETITIONS 


Motor 
Circuit Total Marine Vehicle Other Other Mandamus Copyright 
and Private Real Personal Personal Personal Tort Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District CiviiCases Contract Property FELA Injury Injury = injury =| Actions = Antitrust Rights Corpus Rights Other Trademark Suits Other 

9TH 24,178 4,542 7 247 610 270 1,582 384 118 2,873 2,038 4,112 122 1,468 2,418 3,047 
AK [23 11 / } 71 6 37 6 1 58 16 SA { 19 16 
AZ 2,503 358 27 ; } 47 165 36 f 192 420 a9 | 19 80 a 244 
CA.N 1,023 71 49 é‘ 50 1 243 54 20 534 404 03 23 22 603 181 
CAE f 14 28 6 } 1 61 { 228 i B48 } 1 1Aa3 

A 6.019 1,54 10 5 oy | 389 ] yf 64 606 1( 1 } Ti f 
CAS 1 i 4° 1 10 16 RQ 40 } 260 6! )} j AG 16! 
4| H6E ie. 11 40) 2( yt 1( 11 li 9 1 1! 68 69 

if } bf Yy 1 10 56 } 60 9 } / é é 

MT 184 rh 1 18 , 7¢ is 1 14 30 83 f 38 15 
N 189 H ‘, rf 108 if 170 130 454 { 158 
_ )R 1 53° 268 14 | 14 13 13% 10 5 24) 106 279 29 ij 157 142 
S WA.E 43 44 : 13 | 16 be 1 r¢ 16 182 14 f 4 
WA W 1416 56 1a 109 44; 4 154 Je} ‘eo! 183 Qt) 1/9 ] ; 152 1AG 
3AM f } 1 1 ) { { 46 
NMI! } 1 
10TH 8,404 1,418 124 114 2 352 1,017 135 25 1,309 877 1,365 20 192 425 1,029 
Cr 2011 444 25 6 410 17% he 8 384 114 249 14 148 356 
KS 1,348 214 16 ve 63 43 28 198 4 263 y BS 113 
NM 1,054 68 14 4( 39 1 ; 11 10 162 j 10 1, 77 
OK.N eo OF v2 0 | y f 1 121 ) ve 4 116 
KE ay 6 44 9) | 1 3 10 ‘ 4 4f 
K W 1,423 3 34 1 BE 3 19 4 { ¢ 3 131 
UT 124 1 1 1 4 11 4 106 } { i 159 
WY 300 é. 4 f 4 } 21 ‘ 10 4 
11TH 18,285 3,168 140 39 132 4756 2,368 387 40 2,774 1,692 4,190 68 §32 968 1,312 
ALN 4121 125 17 14 1 Re 14 48 ‘ 157 208 54 0 127 
ALM 5 /¢ 15. 3 ; 44 /1 43 301 19 65+ G 30 
ALS Bbs 164 17 : 13 123 85 zt t if 3/ 
FL.N 951 94 4 14 yf g 111 181 38 } 16 
PLM 633 S5¢ 3 } 1 3 46 s) 46 494 18 3 3 354 
cS 1.079 38 5 29 ey; 57 9 363 19% 36 223 SE 35! 
GAN 3.04 184 4 ” 314 +¢ : 63 18 Hf 3f As 1/2 261 
GAM ROR 1 f 8 89 1 164 62 58 3 25 48 
3A 6 3 4 3 29/7 14 1 152 44 43 1 1§ 42 54 
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Table C-3A. 


U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit 
and Total 
District Civil Cases 
TOTAL 226,439 
bc 3,812 
18ST 9,514 
ME 415 
MA § 257 
NH 947 
R| /9) 
PR 2,104 
2ND 29,980 
CT 3,748 
NY,N 2,918 
NYE 7? AB0 
NYS 13,290 
NY W 2,055 
VT 489 
3RD 21,955 
DE 850 
NJ 5,097 
PA f 9981 
PAM 1,504 
PAW 3,37 
y 1.151 
4TH 15,582 
MD 3,486 
NC.E 1,068 
NC.M 720 
NC.W 942 
SC 3,691 
VALE 2,266 
VA.W 1,381 
WV,N 598 
WV,S ae - 


Total 


U.S. Civil 


49,551 


2,143 


2,383 


5,083 
"48 
461 
1,906 


1,406 


3,777 


c HQ 


342 


Contract 


10,487 


496 


Rea! 


Property Actions 


5,154 


Tort 


3,877 


125 


Civil 


Antitrust Rights 


13 2,748 


2 390 


84 


165 


UNITED STATES CASES 


PRISONER PETITIONS 


Motions to 


Vacate 


2,802 


62 


Habeas 
Sentence Corpus | Rights | 


1,022 


57 


10 


Civil 


936 


275 


| 


Mandamus | Forteitures 


and and Labor Social Tax All 
Other —_— Penalties Suits Security Suits Other 
392 4,007 833 9,381 2,312 4,687 
14 21 22 159 8 505 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and 
District 


TOTAL 


DC 


1ST 


2ND 


3RD 


4TH 


Total 
Private 


Civil Cases 


175,888 
1,669 


7,131 
41; 

4,026 
Hb8b 
678 


1.429 


24,897 
3,000 


Contract 


30,646 


Real 
Property | 


2,630 


18 


255 


FELA 


3, 707 


10 


78 


te 
ze) 


Marine 
Personal 


Injury 


3,272 


Motor 
Vehicle 
Personal 


Injury 


5,776 


89 


Other 


Personal 


Injury 


28,684 


190 


7,059 
53 
506 
5,870 
134 
202 


294 


2,679 
764 


PRIVATE CASES 


Other 


Tort 


Actions 


3,457 


29 


211 


| Antitrust | 


621 


12 


10 


Civil 
Rights 


25,057 
400 


1,009 
40 
542 


104 


PRISONER PETITIONS 


Habeas | 
Corpus — 


9,149 


61 


96 


=> 


Civil 
Rights 


26,624 


219 


Mandamus 


and 
Other 


290 


Copyright 
Patent 


Trademark 


5,519 


31 


Labor 
Suits 


12,875 


155 


All 
Other 


17,181 


G6! 


Table C-3A. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and 
District 


5TH 
LA,E 
LA,M 
LA,W 
MS,N 
MS,S 
TX,N 
TX,E 
TX,S 
TX,W 


6TH 

KY,E 
KY ,W 
MI,E 

MI,W 
OH,N 
OH,S 
TN,E 
T™N.M 
™N,W 


7TH 
IL|N 
IL,C 
ILS 
IN,N 
INS 
WIE 
WI, W 


8TH 
ARE 
AR,W 
IA,N 
IAS 
MN 
MO,E 
MO,W 
NE 
ND 
SD 


Total 


| Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract Property Actions 


26,077 
3,120 
1,433 
2,835 
1,454 
2,193 
4,113 
3,080 
5,748 
2,101 


20,891 
1,471 
1,791 
5,463 
1,396 
3,515 
2,611 
1,918 
1,305 
1,421 


13,999 
6,108 
1,381 
1,366 
1,366 
2,149 
1,342 

287 


15,634 
2,329 
630 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Total 


5,280 
457 
153 
700 
154 
352 

1,176 
455 

1,210 
623 


5,894 
553 
378 
2,116 
228 


3,461 
657 
206 
181 
310 
522 
516 
491 
280 
164 
134 


1,300 
85 
16 
65 
19 


| 
| 
| 


Tort 


445 


Civil 


2 151 


UNITED STATES CASES 
PRISONER PETITIONS 


T 
' Motions to | 


Vacate 


| Antitrust | Rights | Sentence 


—— 


T 


Habeas | 


Corpus | Rights | 


107 
2 


10 


69 


Civil 


33 


Mandamus Forfeitures | 


and and 
Other Penalties 
6 363 
19 
3 
1 8 
4 
1 
28 
15 
4 
1 
1 
2 
11 
3 
1 
5 


Labor 
Suits 


87 
6 
4 
2 


Social 
Security 


1,027 
144 
43 
246 


Tax 
Suits 


£6! 


EE 


Table C-3A. (Continued) 


4 


|} —_—_______+ om om en ieee 
Motor 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle 
and Private Real Personal | Personal 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA Injury Injury 
5TH 20,797 3,763 245 95 1,279 614 
LA,E 2,663 556 34 10 571 96 
LA,M 1,280 139 8 27 7 26 
LA,W 2,135 318 51 4 422 88 
MS,N 1,300 164 4 3 24 84 
MS,S 1,861 402 34 4 26 132 
TX,N 2,937 619 38 2 - 38 
TX,E 2,625 195 15 23 36 47 
TX,S 4,538 1,071 44 14 193 74 
TX,W 1,478 299 17 8 - 29 
6TH 14,997 2,248 215 440 124 564 
KY,E 918 178 30 43 8 54 
KY ,W 1,413 240 37 70 28 64 
MIE 3,347 525 28 64 35 54 
MI,W 1,168 116 16 4 3 22 
OH,N 2,506 395 27 81 17 90 
OH,S 1,928 265 20 63 5 63 
TNE 1,495 216 40 108 5 126 
TN,M 1,062 143 7 2 1 48 
™N,W 1,160 170 10 5 22 43 
7TH 11,599 1,797 443 278 39 366 
IL,N 5,172 920 379 130 16 109 
IL,C 1,193 97 3 19 2 35 
IL,S 1,091 113 8 24 13 49 
IN,N 1,139 129 14 46 3 86 
IN|S 1,761 296 31 4 3 71 
WIE 1,045 207 6 17 2 14 
WI,W 198 35 2 1 2 
8TH 12,173 1,521 ot) 316 44 441 
AR,E 1,672 143 11 17 12 62 
AR,W 424 78 11 2 31 
|A,N 545 2 2 9 27 
IAS 1,223 165 10 78 2 34 
MN 1,625 313 18 60 a 37 
MO,E— 3,137 370 18 2 19 17 
MO.W 2 128 247 10 1 1 58 
NE 969 121 6 136 1 36 
ND mc 218 51 7 g 10 
SD 232 51 3 2 29 


PRIVATE CASES 


Se EE 


Other Other 
Personal Tort 
Injury | Actions | Antitrust — 
3,624 524 75 
399 158 7 
170 34 4 
393 36 1 
133 27 11 
358 43 5 
263 79 12 
1,239 14 6 
533 98 23 
136 35 6 
2,100 280 80 
101 14 5 
190 33 6 
529 49 17 
165 16 1 
448 43 12 
197 56 24 
233 23 4 
105 21 5 
132 25 6 
1,324 236 76 
287 115 56 
317 25 2 
198 i) 1 
128 27 3 
318 32 8 
56 23 6 
20 5 
1,367 222 59 
126 24 
69 13 1 
65 13 4 
121 21 re) 
230 36 30 
381 48 5 
180 40 3 
91 13 6 
51 6 
53 8 2 


_Rights | 


2,950 
268 
96 
230 
208 
267 
595 
212 
690 
384 


2,691 
169 
189 
565 
153 
543 
375 
213 
185 
299 


2,103 
994 
159 

98 
242 
340 
229 


41 


1,839 
322 
69 
72 
164 
261 
418 
263 
199 
34 
37 


Habeas 


1,033 
59 

49 
111 
67 
106 
230 
108 


723 


141 
133 


118 


PRISONER PETITIONS 
Mandamus | Copyright 

Civil and Patent Labor 
| Corpus | Rights Other | Trademark | Suits 
3,608 12 389 1,058 
192 38 114 
636 - 4 43 
220 1 16 92 
498 8 39 
301 1 18 68 
385 5 148 194 
550 4 21 67 
672 9 346 
154 1 J2 95 
2,346 12 437 1,468 
132 6 3 66 
279 31 91 
452 3 128 443 
333 37 104 
97 84 359 
292 1 75 190 
216 28 87 
310 28 69 
235 2 23 59 
1,641 8 403 1,398 
400 4 270 796 
290 13 110 
303 3 6 144 
229 18 83 
191 44 137 
183 45 117 
45 7 11 
3,234 53 261 802 
600 47 “4 49 
79 } 18 
177 g c 
40 3 22 4, 

72 1 

941 2 0 

799 2 
154 19 56 
6 4 8 
3 6 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 


| | UNITED STATES CASES 


| | | | | | PRISONER PETITIONS | 
Circuit | | | Motions to | | Mandamus | Forteitures | | 
and | Total | Total | | Real Tort | Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil | and =| and | Labor _ Social | Tax | All 
District _ Civil Cases U.S. Civil | Contract | Property | Actions Antitrust | Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights | Other —§ Penalties Suits | Security | Suits | Other 
9TH 33,636 8,830 2,585 458 906 4 481 432 177 96 40 1,227 129 869 586 840 
AK 1,277 301 69 49 31 . 22 8 5 7 - 45 3 , 14 41 
AZ 3,878 764 263 62 82 - 44 45 1 1 - 97 13 36 48 72 
CA,N 5,560 1,527 761 33 157 - 84 49 22 36 12 62 27 110 85 89 
CA,E 3,260 810 107 45 58 1 67 55 10 12 - 135 7 184 46 83 
CA,C 8,542 2,472 940 55 253 1 92 71 119 12 6 264 41 197 201 220 
CA,S 1,998 720 89 30 114 1 51 80 5 7 3 199 7 55 29 50 
HI 994 186 16 16 50 - 6 7 2 - : 48 2 3 16 20 
ID 660 239 17 35 24 1 g 6 - - - 81 1 16 23 26 
MT 878 246 19 60 26 - 13 12 : 1 . 7 2 61 11 34 
NV 1,790 325 35 8 28 - 25 21 - 2 - 86 5 8 32 75 
OR 1,705 444 31 30 19 - 20 32 4 15 19 78 4 103 35 49 
WA,E 408 129 27 12 6 - 8 2 - - - 37 1 20 6 10 
WA,W 2,535 647 210 23 56 : 37 42 4 3 - 87 14 68 35 68 
GUAM 124 17 1 . 2 . 2 2 - - - 1 - 1 5 3 
NMI 27 3 - - . - 1 - - . - : 2 - - 
10TH 11,031 2,833 280 720 180 - 149 130 184 95 40 165 28 449 183 230 
CO 2,263 394 46 22 45 - 46 7 16 10 13 31 4 36 55 63 
KS 1,877 537 68 76 19 - 23 20 132 59 19 13 4 53 19 32 
NM 1,757 461 4) 85 45 - 38 42 14 11 1 49 4 74 14 43 
OK,N 1,046 297 19 76 13 - ) 10 2 - - 15 2 4G 20 32 
OK,E 501 210 4 116 5 - 3 7 - 2 . 12 1 59 1 
OK,W 1,816 599 35 ott 22 - 13 23 19 1 7 8 3 110 18 19 
UT 1,417 265 59 24 28 - 15 12 1 1 - 30 9 14 40 32 
WY 354 70 8 10 3 - 2 9 : 1 - 7 1 4 16 G 
11TH 23,328 5,310 935 478 354 - 
AL,N 3,203 466 65 11 10 
AL,M 1,491 161 2 3 10 
ALS 1,148 203 19 11 4 
FLLN 1,487 477 82 82 31 
FL.M 4,754 1,165 119 26 148 
FL.S 5,124 1,648 486 139 83 
GA,N 3,883 652 80 1 41 
GA,M 1,250 334 30 83 13 
GA,S 988 204 31 8 14 
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Table C-3A. (Continued) 
PRIVATE CASES 
Motor PRISONER PETITIONS | 

Cirouit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other | Other Mandamus Copyright 

and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal, Tort Civil | Habeas | Civil and Patent Labor All 

District Civil Cases | Contract | Property | FELA | injury | injury | injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other | Trademark | Suites Other 

oTH 24,806 4,670 374 312 680 286 1,602 414 163 3,103 = 1,724 4,600 7 1,331 1,065 3,306 
AK 076 174 13 3 114 6 90 18 5 58 28 13 2 21 369 
Az 3,114 477 30 8 6 59 166 4) in 231 285 1,233 3 61 105 330 
CAN 4,033 721 4) 26 50 12 262 59 36 569 314 68) 22 230 490 631 
CALE 2,460 282 29 1 3 12 57 26 § 280 326 1,048 3 43 114 211 
CAC 6,070 1,386 81 69 54 36 500 114 59 85 346 205 6 13 690 917 
CA,S 1,278 324 Mu“ 1 “4 12 90 Mu“ 9 206 45 64 1 74 82 268 
HI 808 202 10 42 19 97 18 1 120 26 128 1 13 64 67 
iD 42) 102 “ 2 1 16 66 8 4 64 21 47 10 21 51 
mT 632 138 16 57 30 101 16 2 43 36 87 6 46 54 
NV 1,465 258 19 10 2 27 141 14 6 206 117 441 36 76 113 
OR 1,261 230 12 8 16 32 124 30 6 207 84 202 13 44 109 145 
WA.E 279 33 3 12 1 22 7 32 15 a4 1 6 38 
WA WwW 1 688 343 18 105 366 23 159 28 10 164 61 182 69 135 185 
GUAM 107 8 58 1 . 4 10 1 25 
NMI! 24 1 1 1 1 1 A 7 1 

10TH 6,196 1,679 141 119 8 327 061 185 36 1,403 677 1,106 5 184 426 1,071 
co 1,869 378 33 48 4) 152 38 10 38) 65 180 1 71 155 316 
KS 1,340 252 10 16 65 212 30 3 237 37 179 1 29 88 181 
NM 1,296 225 16 4 1 44 166 23 6 277 162 202 1 10 48 92 
OK,.N 749 145 s) 2 1 34 60 8 3 115 99 87 13 38 135 
OK,E 291 28 6 5 17 33 6 23 94 60 2 3 14 
OK,.W 1,217 252 42 3 79 157 27 5 164 180 164 2 8 38 96 
UT 1,152 250 21 36 6 26 120 19 169 21 191 47 51 188 
wy 284 49 5 5 21 4) 4 2 37 19 43 4 5 49 

11TH 18,018 3,185 137 52 150 521 2,101 406 137 3,003 86 1,027 3,649 31 510 943 1,566 
AL.N 2,737 331 13 17 . 85 888 4) 5 420 191 473 2 19 155 97 
AL.M 1,330 127 2 3 . 35 61 20 2 224 241 554 . 4 24 33 
ALS 945 132 13 5 25 14 49 23 89 176 345 1 2 42 29 
FL.N 1,010 97 10 2 4 24 60 12 28 147 132 383 8 1 29 63 
FL.M 3,589 712 29 4 49 60 262 65 24 549 420 665 6 122 192 430 
FL.S 3,476 1,006 31 . 64 34 269 93 24 519 198 277 1 221 289 450 
GA,N 3,231 588 18 4 . 135 300 122 51 736 177 457 13 103 147 375 
GA.M 916 99 13 2 ! 66 96 15 1 187 63 292 . 18 26 37 
GA,S 784 93 8 10 7 68 116 15 2 132 29 203 - 10 39 52 
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Table C-3B. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Terminated by Nature of Suit and District 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


UNITED STATES CASES 
PRISONER = PETITIONS 


Circuit Motions to Mandamus Forteitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas Civil and and Labor 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust! Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights | Other Penalties | Suits 


TOTAL 231,304 61,970 21,762 6,204 3,370 28 2,432 3,483 1,573 876 491 5,501 1,007 
oc 3,124 1,666 454 60 171 4 143 3 "1 34 1 21 21 

18T 10,369 2,428 602 627 164 2 53 118 12 8 4 205 83 
ME 798 261 74 59 6 1 5 25 2 . . 29 5 
MA 6,387 943 292 47 89 1 20 33 5 5 1 129 55 
NH 759 221 68 13 1 . 8 6 1 1 : 7 11 
Rl 714 110 37 1 5 . 5 12 . 2 3 5 G 
PR 1,711 893 131 407 43 . 15 42 4 : . 35 3 

2ND 21,566 4,613 1,466 298 276 1 186 334 116 63 67 538 93 
CT 2,585 484 144 82 23 . 11 14 4 1 4 54 21 
NY,N 1,614 404 67 61 34 : 14 23 32 4 . 86 4 
NYE 5,627 1,967 923 44 114 . 43 167 15 9 60 182 23 
NY,S 9,732 1,100 216 56 82 1 97 96 46 42 22 68 36 
NY,W 1,602 432 94 29 18 . 21 27 5 3 1 119 3 
VT 406 126 11 26 4 - . 7 10 4 29 2 

3RD 21,480 3,361 634 209 200 1 179 193 100 92 26 270 126 
DE 934 137 38 17 4 4 f) 2 1 15 3 
NJ 6,022 902 167 84 137 . 63 48 5 2 3 65 35 
PA,E 8,775 996 316 62 95 1 56 75 3 2 15 63 35 
PAM 1,979 407 77 50 16 19 32 62 41 6 26 4 
PA.W 3,071 890 235 86 35 37 29 28 45 1 94 44 
vi 699 19 1 . 3 . 1 7 1 

4TH 18,011 4,883 1,434 841 289 - 211 2869 87 74 25 436 71 
MD 3,671 854 334 44 75 . 50 70 14 3 2 60 17 
NCE 1,419 526 228 16 29 . 23 34 32 25 19 54 6 
NC,M 676 227 98 2 11 . 12 27 . 5 . 40 6 
NC,W 738 230 100 3 4 . 16 28 1 4 . 35 2 
SC 3,546 1,289 270 714 42 - 17 21 . 2 . 51 4 
VA,E 4,529 803 265 13 95 . 67 51 26 20 1 89 8 
VA.W 1,736 457 79 18 18 . 15 16 7 3 1 33 10 
WV,N 616 185 26 21 8 . 7 13 4 6 2 48 7 
WV,S 1,080 312 34 10 7 : 4 29 3 6 . 26 11 

nr, * 


All 
Other 


4,383 
399 


316 


261 


Table C-3B. (Continued) 
: [one 
- “7 i ny 
Motor 
Circult Total Marine | Vehicle 
and Private Real Personal | Personal 
District Civili Cases | Contract | Property | FELA injury | Injury 
TOTAL 160,334 30,387 3,506 2,706 3,102 6,626 
oc 1,458 329 19 14 1 153 
18T 7,041 1,207 121 78 176 21 
ME 537 121 18 27 21 21 
MA 5,444 567 18 48 123 91 
NH 538 110 5 . . 24 
Rl 604 192 28 3 14 42 
PR 818 217 52 - 18 33 
2nND 17,063 3,851 238 312 205 426 
cT 2,101 423 54 51 1 53 
NY,N 1,210 125 7 51 4 33 
NY,E 3,660 656 64 85 64 143 
NY,S 8,632 2,420 44 104 124 156 
NY,W 1,170 146 4 18 2 18 
VT 280 81 5 3 23 
3rd 18,129 3,406 367 534 172 1,062 
DE 797 76 7 2 4 38 
NJ 5,120 1,091 76 67 47 243 
PAE 7,779 1,516 176 348 102 550 
PAM 1,572 184 1 8 1 119 
PA,W 2,181 391 29 107 12 64 
Vi 680 148 68 2 6 38 
4TH 13,128 2,483 155 138 9a 747 
MD 2,817 490 17 37 11 170 
NC,E 893 138 5 2 16 22 
NC,M 449 66 2 1 - 10 
NC,W 508 141 1 - - 16 
Sc 2,257 517 25 10 19 235 
VA,E 3,726 735 60 q 39 140 
VA,W 1,279 141 24 19 - 68 
WV,N 431 104 5 2 2 32 
WV,S 768 151 16 58 13 54 
905 


Antitrust | Rights 


Civil 


201 


PRIVATE CASES 
—— 
Other Other 
Personal; Tort 
injury | Actions 
27,164 2,006 562 18,704 
200 27 6 
3,677 114 21 
60 14 5 
3,147 62 8 
153 7 2 
79 13 4 
138 18 2 
3,049 326 ae 
476 75 4 
116 1 3 
689 57 1 
1,587 163 19 
137 17 2 
44 3 3 
3,011 229 72 
30 5 2 
698 75 13 
1,556 94 42 
316 19 4 
187 29 11 
224 7 
1,064 192 76 
256 45 51 
92 8 - 
70 5 4 
77 8 1 
587 53 - 
618 48 10 
117 10 2 
49 5 5 
98 10 3 


Habeas Civil 
_Corpus | Rights 
10,663 26,830 
18 46 
92 262 
12 58 
50 111 
17 76 
6 23 
7 14 
730 1,467 
30 102 
76 318 
217 135 
270 626 
126 271 
1 15 
629 2,380 
69 323 
175 538 
295 777 
100 397 
180 342 
10 3 
817 2,843 
169 687 
53 347 
47 92 
30 81 
137 213 
254 751 
84 548 
29 49 
14 75 


Mandamus | 


and 
__Other 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 
UNITED STATES CASES 
| PRISONER PETITIONS | 
Cireuit Motions to Mandamus | Forteitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and labor Social Tax All 
District | Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property| Actions | Antitrust! Rights | Sentence | Corpus | Rights | Other | Penalties | Suits | Security | Suits | Other 
STW 30,620 6,045 2,406 672 436 . 262 481 221 or 128 611 07 771 280 491 
LAE 4,401 610 155 41 92 . 32 55 é 4 1 48 5 107 31 37 
LA.M 1,198 137 43 25 17 . 4 2 . 1 . 1 3 23 4 14 
LAW 3,108 911 196 341 48 . 21 14 52 10 3 15 4 187 17 63 
MS,N 992 201 67 37 4 . 5 14 1 . . 13 3 34 9 10 
MS,S 1,843 443 208 40 17 . 16 20 24 1 . 31 4 57 8 17 
TX,N 4,957 1,482 615 51 54 . 64 69 49 26 115 11 30 93 4H 117 
TX.E 4,038 524 149 58 19 11 35 10 6 44 4 134 22 32 
TX,S 6,906 1,630 732 59 90 . 57 147 18 7 3 213 25 89 61 129 
TX.W 3,086 1,007 300 20 93 . 72 125 65 13 6 135 19 47 40 72 
6TH 26,137 8,004 3,413 504 182 6 282 373 670 s«184 23 406 121 1,744 260 349 
KY,E 2,115 904 61 200 1 1 20 32 69 51 9 61 10 328 13 38 
_. KYW 1,542 304 54 98 8 - 11 17 1 36 3 44 15 15 
2 MLE 7,107 3,440 2,501 26 36 . 69 90 44 21 4 61 16 431 61 76 
MI,W 1,654 346 85 16 13 . 12 24 2 1 22 4 128 11 24 
OH.N 5,083 1,139 256 101 48 3 52 54 2 . 74 23 384 64 78 
OH,S 2,723 775 144 115 22 . 36 50 21 18 2 93 34 161 28 51 
TNE 1,953 440 79 13 24 2 23 30 2 1 43 9 170 18 26 
T™N.M 1,402 349 100 17 1 25 24 1 39 60 41 21 
TN.W 1,558 397 133 4 9 . 34 52 17 26 4 37 10 38 9 
7TH 18,343 3,054 1,183 170 2 161 236 1990Cts«é*OY08 0 431 71 408 156 206 
IL.N 8,811 1,573 639 63 83 2 77 92 31 24 13 256 38 103 46 106 
iL,C 1,342 301 84 80 14 4 19 1 2 29 3 38 17 6 
iL.S 1,482 389 75 84 19 . 7 21 32 47 18 29 4 31 9 13 
IN.N 1,596 381 99 86 1 16 23 4 . 4 5 87 18 24 
INS 2,708 630 172 124 26 . 31 18 42 34 7 33 6 77 28 32 
WIE 1,418 368 81 74 11 - 7 55 2 - 43 4 45 27 14 
wi,w 986 312 33 119 6 15 10 27 12 2 33 6 27 11 11 
6TH 13,304 3,606 902 612 163 2 134 264 133 76 16 202 “4 679 127 274 
ARE 1,454 352 31 106 14 . 16 o 1 . . 19 3 133 5 16 
AR,W 999 396 22 190 5 - 7 13 - 1 21 7 100 12 18 
1A.N 540 162 45 19 5 . 5 17 : 1 . 12 2 44 4 Me 
iA.S 1,133 283 72 36 6 1 » 14 . 1 . 29 4 77 14 21 
MN 2,060 630 209 26 25 18 67 60 20 6 53 4 61 29 51 
MO,E 2,515 422 182 15 33 . 22 18 1 4 1 47 a 51 21 19 
MO,W 2,298 665 134 4 18 . 33 61 61 43 5 45 10 177 19 55 
NE 1,348 407 125 114 17 : 9 24 1 : 51 4 1 13 38 
ND 616 242 54 88 16 . 6 11 3 3 1 2 2 12 4 36 
SD 401 137 28 Bo 14 10 21 6 2 2 13 13 2 12 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 
PRIVATE CASES 
- _ mum 
Motor PRISONER PETITIONS 
Circuit Total Marine | Vehicle | Other | Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal| Tort Civili | Habeas | Civil and Patent Labor All 
District Civil Cases | Contract | Property| FELA injury | injury injury | Actions | Antitrust | A Corpus | Rights Other Trademark | Suits Other 
6TH 23,604 4,260 265 76 1,670 602 4,734 669 42 «(2,201 1,608 3,771 36 473 1,201 2,076 
LA,E 3,791 685 48 23 807 124 567 196 5 244 202 551 1 31 125 182 
LAM 1,061 101 15 3 21 15 188 29 2 63 58 445 2 5 44 70 
LA,W 2,197 282 30 9 410 88 374 39 5 175 140 334 3 26 119 163 
MS,N 791 130 12 1 5 62 81 13 5 102 57 238 3 1 32 39 
MS,S 1,400 328 21 1 35 131 327 33 3 157 98 151 1 12 42 60 
TX,N 3,475 847 48 5 4 52 283 67 9 438 272 488 12 153 204 593 
TX,E 3,514 256 15 9 91 64 1,755 29 4 154 187 739 6 14 74 117 
TX,S 5,276 1,203 42 14 195 115 969 112 5 580 370 527 4 153 370 617 
TX,W 2,079 457 34 13 2 41 190 41 4 378 124 298 4 68 191 234 
6TH 17,043 2,278 163 618 1:0 623 2,044 220 30 6. 2,873 1,079 3,132 31 464 1,680 1,483 
KY,E 1,211 209 19 93 10 59 149 16 1 126 83 298 3 16 54 75 
KY,W 1,238 138 13 164 20 38 147 18 1 108 97 361 : 23 44 66 
- MIE 3,667 545 37 75 32 72 536 50 8 519 214 500 4 146 589 340 
8 MI,W 1,308 137 10 7 9 15 82 15 2 112 135 539 5 27 105 108 
OH,N 3,944 451 33 63 45 79 1,445 39 8 592 153 139 4 98 468 327 
OH,S 1,948 303 20 33 1 47 189 28 6 386 136 261 2 78 209 239 
TNE 1,513 187 14 65 1 130 219 19 5 176 97 361 . 19 86 134 
TN,M 1,053 144 7 4 3 47 83 18 2 166 100 287 2 31 54 105 
TN.W 1,161 161 10 14 9 36 94 17 6 188 64 386 11 26 50 89 
TT! 14,389 1,017 1,402 344 38 320 1,583 189 45 (1,704 641 2,991 17 432 2,000 1,216 
IL,N 7,238 1,155 1,339 202 17 Yd 316 83 26 885 152 575 6 280 1,458 657 
iL,C 1,041 70 5 15 4 21 235 19 5 113 32 306 2 15 119 80 
iL,S 1,093 94 13 36 9 52 218 13 1 71 57 320 : 7 134 68 
IN,N 1,215 109 12 22 79 94 17 4 182 228 277 . 22 70 99 
IN,S 2,078 236 23 57 5 62 550 32 8 246 222 288 6 31 144 168 
WIE 1,050 184 8 12 3 1 108 19 - 185 70 180 2 54 120 94 
Wi,w 674 69 2 - . 8 62 6 1 82 80 245 1 23 45 50 
oTH 9,668 1,316 7 267 230 «388 1,068 172 40 «1,200 800 2,862 30 208 788 759 
AR,E 1,102 125 15 20 6 45 76 11 4 188 127 359 15 14 36 61 
AR,W 603 119 15 - - 26 70 10 1 88 64 123 1 7 37 42 
|A,N 378 49 3 8 1 26 36 12 - 28 9 155 . 10 20 21 
IA,S 850 100 5 43 . 28 92 3 4 99 33 344 1 15 28 55 
MN 1,430 298 26 55 4 41 151 34 18 222 38 65 1 71 214 192 
MO,E 2,093 258 9 1 12 72 197 29 5 197 202 726 6 40 230 109 
MO,W 1,633 195 1 3 - 42 129 20 2 179 223 561 4 24 130 110 
NE 941 79 C) 127 - 52 70 34 4 141 66 197 - 23 42 97 
ND 374 41 2 8 - re) 191 11 2 31 16 7 2 2 12 40 
SD 264 52 2 2 . 28 46 4 . 36 22 25 . 2 9 32 


002 


Table C-3B. (Continued) 
UNITED STATES CASES 
| PRISONER PETITIO: & p 
Circuit Motions to Mandamus | Forfeitures 
and Total Total Real Tort Civil Vacate | Habeas | Civil and and Labor | Social Tax All 
District Civil Cases | U.S. Civil | Contract | Property! Actions | Antitrust; Righis | Sentence | Corpus | Rights Other Penalties | Suits | Security Suits Other 
TH 34,862 12,324 6,963 361 825 a “aT 506 267 88 64 1,186 161 962 739 701 
AK 677 196 46 20 24 . 9 9 2 2 - 32 2 6 13 31 
AZ 2,914 816 342 46 71 1 34 60 4 - 1 97 24 28 39 69 
CA,N 5,708 1,821 1,105 30 147 1 75 38 30 28 5 63 22 85 105 87 
CA,E 2,486 848 186 32 78 - 48 29 1 8 3 71 16 258 44 64 
CA,C 11,217 5,280 3,558 46 201 94 120 170 5 2 295 50 183 377 177 
CA,S 2,267 919 186 19 114 54 73 7 18 1 289 8 95 18 37 
HI 1,465 198 26 6 27 - 16 24 2 1 - 54 4 3 14 21 
ID 554 206 43 33 11 - 7 5 : - - 45 7 23 10 22 
MT 758 248 44 52 20 : 8 8 3 - - 20 4 59 10 20 
NV 1,745 396 99 8 28 : 23 24 3 6 - 35 9 4 37 120 
OR 2,025 580 133 27 28 : 25 60 25 15 50 66 4 82 29 36 
WA,E 694 235 83 12 13 - 6 16 1 - - 19 : 37 19 9 
WA,W 2,207 555 109 20 58 - 47 38 4 4 2 64 10 99 24 71 
GUAM 112 20 2 - 5 : : 2 : 1 4 : - : 6 
NMi 33 6 1 - - - 1 - - - - 2 1 - - 1 
10TH 11,297 3,496 686 039 168 . 1%4 173 164 81 36 216 67 360 233 241 
co 2,191 568 157 22 43 - 37 23 43 10 5 67 20 33 47 61 
KS 2,052 629 144 121 14 - 23 20 e5 41 27 38 8 48 38 42 
NM 518 493 63 131 36 - 21 58 7 11 - 42 18 69 13 24 
OK,N 999 268 53 103 8 - 7 12 1 3 - 9 2 39 13 18 
OK,E 752 275 43 113 15 - 5 10 - 1 - 13 4 63 6 2 
OK,W 2,044 847 130 410 27 - 21 22 33 12 3 22 6 93 34 34 
UT 1,396 337 75 32 19 : 18 26 4 3 - 19 7 20 72 42 
WY 345 78 21 7 6 - 2 2 1 - 5 2 4 10 18 
11TH 23,222 6,621 2,431 471 288 1 220 $21 176 50 “4 960 62 911 201 338 
AL,.N 2,944 690 210 14 34 1 21 18 17 6 1 26 5 296 21 20 
AL,M 1,560 282 92 Q 10 - 16 4 1 1 51 4 78 6 10 
AL,S 1,122 288 89 10 13 - 5 31 1 - : 26 2 100 3 8 
FL,N 1,375 546 172 126 20 : 16 18 25 12 1 96 3 38 9 11 
FL,M 4,822 1,294 514 90 60 . 56 147 24 6 5 147 15 88 72 70 
FL,S 4,945 2,017 958 78 68 - 38 212 59 13 17 337 13 48 38 138 
GA,N 3,607 789 265 29 21 - 47 47 28 7 12 152 5 94 37 45 
GA,M 1,292 434 78 93 13 : 16 26 2 - 1 56 1 117 10 21 
GA,S 1,555 281 53 22 16 : 6 18 19 5 7 59 4 52 5 15 
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Table C-3B. (Continued) 
fe BE PRIVATE CASES OS i —_ 
a CA a ca ce ce seen SEAN ITEET- CRETE ERE 
Motor PRISONER PETITIONS 
Circult Total Marine | Vehicle | Other Other Mandamus | Copyright 
and Private Real Personal | Personal | Personal; Tori Civil Habeas Civil and Patent Labor All 
District CiviiCases | Contract | Property | FELA Injury Injury injury | Actions | Antitrust | Rights | Corpus | Rights Other Trademark Suits Other — 


9TH 22,538 4,621 370 200 536 303 2,008 380 109 2,402 1,783 3,203 78 1,333 2,201 2,631 
AK 481 139 8 1 57 4 58 10 2 36 22 34 2 3 22 83 
AZ 2,098 356 16 6 2 45 114 34 10 127 253 740 24 53 82 236 
CA,N 3,887 705 41 6 55 20 204 49 21 522 237 652 15 258 561 541 
CAE 1,638 245 31 12 3 19 76 16 6 183 222 507 3 39 123 153 
CA,C 5,937 1,455 84 94 54 48 340 gp 34 641 535 151 5 659 851 888 
CA,S 1,348 366 65 2 32 21 75 28 5 242 48 57 . 80 83 244 
HI 1,267 169 19 - 29 28 600 1§ 3 80 53 124 . 24 59 64 
ID 348 70 15 1 1 1 39 11 2 46 15 58 - 19 23 37 
MT 510 116 18 30 - 19 87 22 1 32 27 59 - 8 28 63 
NV 1,349 299 33 31 - 31 77 20 3 130 119 372 1 33 71 129 
OR 1,445 322 15 2 20 31 129 37 7 196 116 214 23 69 141 123 
WA,E 459 38 2 6 1 1 20 8 6 22 57 179 2 15 21 71 
WA,W 1,652 324 13 99 280 12 (84 30 9 135 78 144 2 72 131 139 
GUAM 92 1 9 - 1 - 2 2 - 2 1 2 1 - 1 60 
NMI 27 6 1 : 1 3 3 - - M - . : 1 4 . 

10TH 7,802 1,486 164 192 1 343 947 154 23s 1,158 640 1,119 19 172 374 1,010 
co 1,623 269 10 55 . 44 137 23 7 292 102 216 2 58 85 323 
KS 1,423 267 25 33 - 59 221 38 - 204 109 252 6 18 64 127 
NM 1,025 184 34 15 . 47 147 27 4 203 79 139 5 15 45 81 
OK,N 731 \76 17 2 - 24 88 20 1 93 73 48 - 17 65 107 
OK,E 477 73 11 6 1 48 63 7 - 60 57 101 3 2 8 37 
OK,W 1,197 254 40 2 - 73 137 23 5 165 171 128 2 16 26 155 
UT 1,059 196 22 54 . 24 110 12 5 119 33 219 1 42 69 153 
wy 267 67 5 25 - 24 44 4 1 22 16 16 - 4 12 27 

11TH 16,601 3,207 145 31 141 486 2,089 404 47 =, 152 1,516 3,744 70 503 924 1,142 
AL,N 2,254 446 18 1 2 76 215 46 4 405 210 501 - 19 193 118 
AL,M 1,278 140 7 - - 34 57 28 1 212 198 536 1 4 30 30 
AL,S 834 191 13 5 27 16 102 24 1 104 75 190 - 3 33 45 
FL,N 829 111 7 1 12 10 41 10 3 87 153 311 9 17 15 42 
FL,M 3,528 565 44 3 40 51 249 39 12 378 402 1,085 16 142 190 312 
FL,S 2,928 997 34 1 51 45 335 58 1 248 167 238 11 182 245 305 
GA,N 2,818 511 13 10 1 120 365 158 12 493 191 455 32 109 155 193 
GA,M 858 119 6 1 1 71 95 22 - 132 79 234 - 12 33 53 
GA,S 1,274 127 3 9 7 63 630 19 3 93 41 194 1 10 30 44 


NOTE: FELA - FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 


Table C-4. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Action Taken 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


—— ee seneenieeh tuemebentanenemeanemnmiiasamemiasamats 
COURT ACTION 
; DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretriai | AfterPrewist | Tot | NonJury | Jury | Reaching Trial 
TOTAL CASES 230,760 50,360 180,400 146,976 25,386 8,038 3,751 4,287 3.5 
UNITED STATES CASES 61,566 17,399 44,227 40,408 2,886 933 ™" 162 1.6 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,301 267 1,034 906 122 6 5 0.5 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 16,696 9,562 7,194 7,028 99 7 4 3 0.0 
OTHER CONTRACTS 3,765 1,334 2,431 2,142 224 65 47 18 7 
REAL PROPERTY 5,890 904 4,896 4,637 218 at 37 4 0.7 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 153 45 108 75 23 10 7 3 6.5 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 834 232 602 390 144 68 63 5 8.2 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 1,960 407 1,553 1,050 328 175 163 12 8.9 
OTHER TORTS 423 103 320 266 39 15 12 3 3.5 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST 28 11 17 14 1 2 2 - 7.1 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 1,368 249 1,109 793 168 148 135 13 10.9 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 1,074 156 918 793 89 36 24 12 3.4 
DEPORTATION 70 10 60 54 6 , , ‘ : 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 3,483 286 3,197 3,174 18 5 5 0.1 
HABEAS CORPUS 1,573 126 1,447 1,438 8 ’ ' : 0.1 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 491 44 447 439 5 3 3 , 0.6 
CIVIL RIGHTS 876 75 801 778 8 15 7 8 1.7 
LIQUOR FORFEITURES "1 4 7 6 , 9.1 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 5,580 1,011 4,569 4,068 380 121 93 28 2.2 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 503 103 400 322 61 17 14 3 3.4 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 504 122 382 333 40 9 9 : 18 
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Table C-4. (Continued) 


COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Suit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Prettal Town Non-Jury Jury Reaching Trial 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT 4 : 4 4 . . . . 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 
HEALTH INSURANCE 132 18 114 112 1 1 1 0.8 
BLACK LUNG 14 1 13 12 1 . . . 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 5,347 588 4,759 4,598 152 9 9 0.2 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 2,349 206 2,143 2,082 59 2 2 . 0.1 
RETIREMENT AND SERVICES BENEFITS 314 33 281 279 2 . : . . 
OTHER . . . . . . . . . 
TAX SUITS 2,524 484 2,040 1,656 279 105 64 4\ 42 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS 4,300 868 3,441 2,060 ai 71 64 7 1.6 
FEDERAL QUESTION 111,144 19,660 91,404 77,167 10,217 4,110 2,127 1,983 3.7 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARINE 3,062 815 2,247 1,692 299 56 54 2 1.8 
MILLER ACT 763 236 527 427 73 27 22 5 3.5 
OTHER CONTRACTS 3,673 784 2,889 2,402 378 109 72 37 3.0 
REAL PROPERTY 1,010 197 813 708 91 14 13 1 1.4 
TORT ACTIONS 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 2,796 733 2,063 1,136 758 169 23 146 6.0 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 2,602 428 2,174 1,315 659 200 90 110 7.7 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 2,729 397 2,332 1,918 321 93 20 73 3.4 
OTHER TORTS 978 287 691 516 128 47 22 25 48 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS 4,882 720 4,162 3,962 125 75 39 36 1.5 
ANTITRUST 562 112 450 343 73 34 1 23 6.0 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 7,758 1,476 6,282 4,150 1,448 684 371 313 8.8 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 10,946 1,846 9,100 6,734 1,573 793 242 551 72 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 10,648 842 9,806 9,634 88 84 79 5 0.8 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 347 26 321 316 4 1 1 - 0.3 
CIVIL RIGHTS 26,829 2,304 24,525 22,838 741 946 600 346 3.5 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 881 214 667 459 147 61 30 31 6.9 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 2,166 535 1,631 1,332 256 43 35 8 2.0 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 11,503 3,367 8,136 6,679 1,253 204 164 40 1.8 
COPYRIGHT 1,915 582 1,333 1,122 176 35 21 14 1.8 
PATENT 1,315 408 907 641 176 90 38 52 6.8 


Table C-4. (Continued) 
COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
No Before During or Percent 
Nature of Sulit Total Court Action Total Pretrial After Pretrial Total Non-Jury Jury Reaching Trial 
TRADEMARK 2,261 625 1,636 1,373 208 55 37 18 24 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 
OF STATE STATUTES 302 60 242 204 31 7 4 3 23 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION 11,216 2,656 6,560 7,066 1,211 283 139 144 2.5 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 57,461 13,223 44,238 26,962 12,270 2,906 862 2,134 6.2 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE 6,232 1,664 4,568 3,297 897 374 139 235 6.0 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,170 259 911 707 160 44 33 11 3.8 
OTHER CONTRACTS 15,344 3,822 11,522 8,205 2,492 825 433 5.4 
REAL PROPERTY 2,280 398 1,862 1,675 148 59 30 2.6 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY 494 94 400 251 116 33 16 17 6.7 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 5,351 1,331 4,020 2,243 1,330 447 56 391 8.4 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 24,453 5,139 19,314 11,459 6,779 1,076 140 936 44 
OTHER TORTS 1,981 478 1,503 1,050 330 123 45 7 6.2 
ALL OTHER DIVERSITY 156 38 118 95 18 5 3 3.2 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 579 138 aay 419 13 9 1 8 1.6 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 143 27 116 110 2 4 . 4 2.8 
REAL PROPERTY 66 21 45 1 . . - . 
TORT ACTIONS 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 36 q 27 26 1 - - - : 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 226 50 176 166 6 4 1 3 1.8 
OTHER TORTS 7 2 5 5 - - - - - 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS 5 1 4 4 : ° ‘ ° 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER - - : ° . ‘ ° 
CIVIL RIGHTS 1 - 1 1 - : : . 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 5 1 4 4 - . . : . 
INSANITY ° ° ° ° ° ° ° e ° 
ALL OTHER LOCAL 90 27 63 59 3 1 - 1 1.1 


NOTE: LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED 


Table C-4A. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil Cases Terminated, by District and Action Taken 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


i COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
No During or T | To Percent 
Circult and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Non-Jury ; _ Reaching Trial 

TOTAL 230,760 50,350 180,400 146,076 25,386 8,038 3,761 4,287 3.5 

oc 3,122 1,037 2,085 1,798 163 124 59 65 4.0 
18T 10,340 1,462 6,878 4,300 4,218 360 161 209 3.5 

ME 797 187 610 425 144 41 23 18 5.1 
MA 6,378 906 §,472 1,755 3,551 166 67 99 2.6 
NH 758 107 651 383 239 29 1 18 3.8 
RI 697 91 606 350 195 61 25 36 8.8 
PR 1,710 171 1,539 1,387 89 63 25 38 3.7 
ts 2ND 21,549 7,090 14,459 11,313 2,701 445 163 262 2.1 
n cT 2,578 1,635 943 887 2 54 4 45 2.1 
NY,N 1,613 296 1,317 1,139 113 65 27 38 4.0 
NYE §,625 1,201 4,424 3,354 964 106 30 76 1.9 
NY,S 9,728 3,637 6,091 4,771 1,180 140 67 73 1.4 
NY,W 1,602 167 1,435 972 404 59 25 34 3.7 
VT 403 154 249 190 38 21 5 16 5.2 
3R0 21,442 3,387 18,086 14,231 3,062 802 261 541 3.7 

DE 934 44 890 829 28 33 7 26 3.5 
NJ 6,017 897 5,120 2,903 2,019 198 93 105 3.3 
PA,E 8,771 986 7,785 6,785 663 337 85 252 3.8 
PA,M 1,972 83 1,889 1,655 147 87 24 63 44 
PA,W 3,049 1,181 1,868 1,552 179 137 50 87 45 
Vi 699 166 533 507 16 10 2 8 1.4 
4TH 17,918 4,098 13,820 11,162 1,849 809 342 467 45 

MD 3,664 703 2,961 2,644 224 93 32 61 2.5 
NC,E 1,405 278 1,127 1,050 22 55 33 22 3.9 
NC,M 675 177 498 351 129 18 10 8 2.7 
NC,W 738 136 602 385 202 15 1 14 2.0 
Sc 3,542 847 2,695 1,936 523 236 72 164 6.7 
VA,E 4,499 1,172 3,327 2,654 428 245 132 113 5.4 
VA,W 1,727 619 1,108 810 202 96 50 46 5.6 
WV,N 597 85 512 446 44 22 7 15 3.7 
WV,S 1,071 81 990 886 75 29 5 24 2.7 


Table C-4A. (Continued) 
COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
No During or Percent 
Circult and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Non-Jury Jury Reaching Trial 

6TH 30,433 3,046 26,767 21,023 3,623 1,341 719 622 4.4 
LAE 4,400 103 4,297 3,038 906 353 232 121 8.0 
LAM 1,178 7 1,171 1,124 4 43 30 13 3.7 
LA,W 3,098 540 2,558 2,071 352 135 63 72 4.4 
MS,N 987 181 806 591 146 69 27 42 7.0 
MS,S 1,840 875 965 713 137 115 49 66 6.3 
TX,N 4,955 32 4,923 4,726 34 163 92 71 3.3 
TX,E 3,996 317 3,679 2,257 1,285 137 46 91 3.4 
TX,S 6,894 863 6,031 5,268 578 185 92 93 2.7 
TX,W 3,085 728 2,357 2,135 81 141 88 53 4.6 

6TH 26,072 6,430 18,642 14,842 3,138 662 360 2.6 
KY,E 2,086 325 1,761 1,538 159 64 18 46 3.1 
KY,W 1,542 187 1,355 1,019 286 50 17 33 3.2 
Mi,E 7,105 2,931 4,174 2,868 1,197 109 30 79 1.5 
MI,W 1,650 295 1,355 1,245 83 27 12 15 1.6 
OH,N 5,075 711 4,364 3,545 726 93 63 30 1.8 
OH,S 2,722 963 1,759 1,360 310 89 46 43 3.3 
TN,E 1,945 379 1,566 1,106 339 121 69 6.2 
TN.M 1,391 227 1,164 1,072 35 57 28 29 41 
TN.W 1,556 412 1,144 1,089 3 52 36 16 3.3 

7TH 18,339 3,266 15,074 12,461 2,010 603 271 332 3.3 
IL,N 8,811 2,234 6,577 5,389 957 231 85 146 2.6 
IL,C 1,342 204 1,138 1,090 9 39 15 24 2.9 
IL,S 1,482 95 1,387 1,170 126 91 46 45 6.1 
IN,N 1,594 35 1,55 999 477 83 53 30 5.2 
IN,S 2,707 63 2,644 2,388 191 65 34 31 2.4 
wie 1,418 582 836 742 39 55 27 28 3.9 
wi,wW 985 52 933 683 211 39 11 28 4.0 

6TH 13,342 2,333 11,008 8,664 1,400 545 400 7.1 
ARE 1,454 369 1,085 775 2 308 237 71 21.2 
AR,W 998 51 947 828 3 116 75 41 11.6 
1A,N 540 70 470 401 36 33 22 "1 6.1 
1A,S 1,129 124 1,005 666 263 76 55 21 6.7 
MN 2,057 395 1,662 968 634 23 37 2.9 
MOE 2,512 590 1,922 1,707 45 170 58 112 6.8 
MO,W Q f\ i 2,297 389 1,908 1,812 32 64 23 41 2.8 
NE alee 1,343 52 1,291 1,039 185 67 31 36 5.0 
ND 611 195 416 218 175 23 11 12 3.8 
sO 401 98 303 250 25 28 10 18 7.0 
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Table C-4A. (Continued) 
COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
No During or Percent 

Circuit and District Total Court Action Total Before Pretrial | After Pretrial Total Non-Jury Jury Reaching Trial 

oTH 34,767 12,230 22,687 880 723 242 981 2.1 
AK 676 266 410 12 12 6 6 1.8 
AZ 2,901 594 2,307 9 58 33 25 2.0 
CA,N 5,703 2,548 3,155 112 100 44 56 1.8 
CAE 2,478 640 1,638 42 41 "1 30 1.7 
CA,C 11,208 6,095 5,113 212 153 69 84 1.4 
CA,S 2,243 147 2,096 36 69 21 48 3.1 
HI 1,465 572 893 1 24 17 7 1.6 
ID 551 42 509 94 16 8 8 2.9 
MT 752 150 602 205 35 13 22 4.7 
NV 1,728 106 1,622 46 50 27 23 2.9 
OR 2,025 533 1,492 23 71 25 46 3.5 
WA,E 694 146 548 43 30 22 4 4.3 
WA,W 2,207 365 1,842 20 53 40 13 2.4 
GUAM 103 17 86 10 3 3 2.9 
NMI 33 9 24 5 8 3 5 24.2 

10TH 11,238 1,708 9,590 7,632 1,404 434 189 245 3.9 
co 2,185 47 2,138 1,838 211 89 40 49 4.1 
KS 2,049 478 1,571 1,319 171 81 29 52 4.0 
NM 1,490 151 1,339 1,043 256 40 20 20 2.7 
OK,N 997 181 816 712 64 40 16 24 4.0 
OK,E 752 149 603 524 56 23 4 19 3.1 
OK,W 2,035 621 1,414 819 517 78 30 48 3.8 
UT 1,387 1 1,386 1,291 47 48 34 14 3.5 
wy 343 80 263 86 142 35 16 19 10.2 
AL,N 2,936 226 2,710 2,194 417 99 53 46 3.4 
ALM 1,559 73 1,486 1,301 81 104 73 31 6.7 
ALS 1,119 150 969 867 48 54 29 25 4.8 
FL,N 1,375 74 1,301 1,248 9 44 25 19 3.2 
FL|M 4,817 524 4,293 3,957 207 129 60 69 2.7 
FL,S 4,937 451 4,486 4,303 71 112 81 31 2.3 
GA,N 3,601 1,779 1,822 1,634 45 143 61 82 4.0 
GAM 1,291 205 1,086 995 43 48 13 35 3.7 
GA,S 1,553 212 1,341 1,217 67 57 12 45 3.7 


NOTE: PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED. 


ano 


ww 


802 


om: 


Table C-5 


U.S. District Courts - Time Intervals from Filing to Disposition of Civil Cases 


Terminated, by District and Method of Disposition 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS IN MONTHS IN MONTHS IN MONTHS IN MONTHS 
Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number /10 Pct. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pct. [Number | 10 Pct. 10 Pct.| Number 10 Pct. 10 Pct. 

of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More 

Circuit & District Cases Than Than Cases | Than |Median| Than | Cases Than |Median Than | Cases | Than (Median; Than | Cases Than | Median| Than 
TOTAL 186,416 2 8 31 46,632 1 6 2 8=6 108,204 0—Ss 1 7 270 aso? iit 54 6,983 8 19 45 
DC 3,007 1 8 51 992 1 5 22 1,733 1 8 57 161 10 31 9% 121 7 18 39 
18T 9,816 2 18 81 1,424 1 6 30 3,081 2 7 26 4168 6988 97 $43 9 23 50 
ME 698 1 6 16 183 1 4 12 346 2 § 14 129 6 11 22 40 8 13 29 
MA 6,168 4 21 90 879 1 8 30 1,592 2 - 31 3,538 1 52 98 159 12 29 52 
NH 657 1 7 32 103 1 3 13 310 1 3 14 220 7 22 38 24 2 33 80 
RI 650 3 10 27 89 1 4 17 311 2 8 29 193 7 12 24 57 10 18 31 
PR 1,643 2 7 24 170 1 4 18 1,322 2 6 23 88 7 15 39 63 5 17 46 
2ND 18,710 2 9 37 6,733 e 8 38 9,001 1 7 34 2606 4 1 44 4060s «10 26 57 
CT 2,414 2 11 31 1,556 2 11 31 802 2 Y 29 2 - - - 54 14 26 52 
NY,N 1,159 2 11 41 287 2 7 24 718 2 10 38 106 4 22 69 48 15 28 62 
NY,E 4,999 2 8 31 1,140 1 5 16 2,831 2 7 33 924 5 16 37 104 9g 28 59 
NY,S 8,616 2 8 38 3,442 2 8 38 3,892 1 5 35 1,147 3 14 46 135 6 22 57 
NY,W 1,166 2 10 41 163 1 3 4 605 2 4 31 352 6 18 52 46 16 31 58 
VT 356 2 11 34 145 1 10 30 153 2 8 33 37 8 18 37 21 10 15 35 
3RD 17,800 1 7 30 3,218 1 § 19 10,939 1 6 31 2,918 8 13 31 726 6 17 42 
DE 526 1 8 36 43 1 4 8 424 1 8 37 28 11 21 36 31 6 21 55 
NJ 5,240 1 7 25 868 1 4 13 2,291 1 5 15 1,908 5 14 30 173 5 23 47 
PAE v.e° 1 7 30 971 1 4 10 5,655 1 6 33 655 5 10 24 313 6 13 30 
PA.M 1,333 2 8 24 74 1 3 10 1,043 1 6 26 141 5 12 22 75 8 15 35 
PA.W 2,423 1 8 34 1,099 1 5 29 1,030 1 8 27 171 11 29 61 123 a4 27 55 
VI 644 3 17 44 163 3 15 44 496 3 17 43 15 11 22 58 10 6 25 59 
4TH 13,760 2 7 26 3,668 ae 20 7,054 82 6 23 1790 #& ff 36 742 6 13 39 
MD 2,711 1 7 23 607 2 8 22 1,793 1 6 18 222 8 18 38 89 12 19 44 
NC,E 890 2 6 18 255 2 5 14 567 2 5 18 19 3 13 22 49 10 16 28 
NC,M 504 1 7 25 167 1 4 12 191 1 5 14 129 6 16 31 17 19 38 49 
NC,W 594 1 7 27 134 1 4 13 271 2 € 22 177 3 11 31 12 11 33 53 
SC 3,166 2 7 19 837 1 4 13 1,578 2 7 18 522 6 11 22 229 7 14 28 
VA,E 3,390 1 5 70 1,012 1 3 48 1715 1 5 82 427.4 7 51 236 4 8 41 
VA.W 1,068 2 10 30 404 2 10 28 418 2 8 22 1827 (11 36 64 7 14 46 
WN 9 1-9 494 2 10 32 80 1 § 16 350 2 9 30 44 11 27 60 203 22 52 
943 2 4 23 72 1 6 13 771 2 9 22 74 4 14 29 26 4 15 30 
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Table C-5 (Continued) 


TOTAL CASES 
TIME INTERVALS 
IN 
Number 10 Pet. 10 Pot. 
of Less More 
Ciroult & District | Cases Than Than 

6TH mae 2 o so 
LAE 3,584 2 8 21 
LA.M 670 3 13 40 
LAW 2,542 3 13 31 
MS,.N 674 ? 1 28 
MS,.S 1,545 2 "1 28 
TX,N 3,923 2 8 29 
TXE 3,013 4 13 32 
TX,S 5,812 2 1 42 
TX.W 2,449 2 8 26 

6TH 20,162 #31 ove 
KY,E 1,541 2 4 26 
KYW 1,064 3 13 45 
MIE 6,224 2 5 18 
MiLWw 944 2 8 19 
OH,N 4,723 1 6 30 
OH,S 2,231 2 4 31 
TNE 1,454 2 4 26 
TN\M 975 1 7 25 
TNW 996 2 13 42 

7TH 14,746 1 6 26 
IL,N 7,909 1 4 21 
iL.C 980 2 7 28 
iL,s 987 2 10 30 
IN.N 1,062 2 4 29 
INS 2,000 2 8 3 
Wie 1,109 1 a 32 
WI.W 608 1 4 a 

8TH 0,471 2 ) 28 
ARE 944 3 4 19 
AR.W 798 2 6 13 
1A.N 358 2 q 32 
iA.S 736 2 12 41 
MN 1,800 2 a 27 
MO,E 1,554 2 10 30 
MO,W 1,338 2 8 25 
NE 1,054 2 10 35 
ND 2” 4 se 2 0 3 
SD 323 1 7 20 


NO COURT ACTION 
TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS 
Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pot. 
oft Less More 
Cases | Than Than 
3,207 2 ss 
97 1 § 16 
7 e ° e 
472 2 10 27 
165 2 6 16 
822 2 4 24 
30 2 5 26 
239 1 8 2 
775 1 7 25 
690 1 6 22 
6,649 1 4 ® 
301 2 4 27 
156 2 11 40 
2,829 1 3 8 
210 1 4 15 
700 1 5 24 
839 1 7 26 
320 1 7 21 
216 2 8 17 
278 1 17 42 
3,086 1 6 @ 
2,157 1 4 18 
151 1 7 25 
89 1 6 25 
26 1 4 18 
47 3 6 26 
542 1 10 33 
44 1 2 3 
2,047 1 6 21 
300 3 4 19 
44 1 6 12 
63 1 7 19 
109 1 5 22 
377 1 4 14 
507 1 8 25 
321 2 9 20 
46 1 3 29 
188 1 4 22 
92 1 5 19 


TIME INTERVALS 
IN 
10 Pet. 10 Pet. 
Less Reowe 
Than (Medien Then 

2 ® 30 
1 6 16 
3 13 39 
3 12 26 
2 i) 24 
2 8 25 
2 7 27 
2 8 27 
2 1 47 
2 8 26 
1 7 2 
2 8 18 
2 1 44 
2 6 30 
3 8 18 
1 5 24 
2 8 22 
2 7 22 
1 6 24 
1 1 38 
1 4 2 
1 3 16 
2 7 24 
2 4 26 
1 5 31 
2 7 28 
1 6 27 
1 3 7 
2 7 22 
2 8 1§ 
2 6 12 
2 8 28 
1 7 30 
1 6 18 
2 4 28 
2 7 24 
1 8 22 
1 7 27 
1 6 19 


COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER 
PRETRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS 
MONTHS 
pote 10 Pot. 10 Pet. 
of less More 
Cases | Then |Median| Than 
3,427 7 WwW 36 
866 7 13 27 
4 ° e ° 
341 12 23 38 
144 iT) 19 33 
118 "1 20 32 
33 10 18 47 
1,270 10 21 38 
571 3 11 33 
80 8 19 39 
3,016 ¢ 36 
152 4 20 43 
262 6 21 50 
1,156 6 1 23 
61 a 17 27 
716 5 13 47 
296 5 16 46 
318 6 13 32 
34 8 16 34 
3 . o ° 
1,404 4 ew 31 
926 3 11 32 
4 e e e 
110 4 15 36 
421 4 12 28 
187 10 17 35 
37 1 19 42 
205 3 7 i) 
1,361 s 37 
2 . . . 
2 . . . 
32 11 28 47 
240 9 20 49 
625 7 16 33 
39 7 19 47 
32 8 21 42 
169 14 26 38 
175 17 25 33 
25 12 15 22 


TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS 
Number 10 Pct. 10 Pet. 
of Less More 
Cases Than | Median) Than 
1,186 ¥ 20 42 
290 4 16 31 
30 6 26 57 
134 13 27 45 
48 13 20 36 
103 12 23 39 
155 1 25 
115 8 17 35 
178 13 27 50 
133 4 14 36 
597 9 19 47 
63 10 21 40 
43 8 20 48 
102 10 18 39 
24 4 16 30 
91 26 50 
81 11 21 61 
96 14 33 
51 7 18 37 
46 16 38 55 
496 8 22 63 
207 8 24 59 
26 10 28 45 
47 1 23 44 
73 15 34 
62 0 5 
46 1 22 59 
35 5 4 1 
586 @ 20 46 
117 8 16 32 
59 8 1 19 
12 12 32 68 
55 3 33 53 
60 18 28 50 
122 10 18 37 
53 13 22 44 
58 10 32 54 
23 20 32 52 
27 9 18 28 


Table C-5 (Continued) 


TOTAL CASES NO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
‘we INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS IN = MONTHS IN MONTHS 
Number a = Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number | 10 Pet. 10 Pet. 10 Pet. 10 Pct. | Number 10 Pet. 10 Pot. 
of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More of Less More 

Circult & District | Cases Than Than | Cases | Than Than | Cases | Than |Median Then | Cases | Than |Median| Then | Cases Then | Median) Than 
oTW 28,068 2 7 27 11,696 2 66 620 16,619 1 7 30 630 7 WW 42 674 10 21 46 

AK 604 2 12 4) 240 2 10 46 340 3 13 37 12 6 22 61 12 i) 25 4) 
AZ 1,618 2 8 30 534 1 6 23 1,228 2 8 30 7 . . . 49 10 26 47 
CA,N 4,689 2 7 27 2,408 2 6 18 2,070 2 7 29 112 6 15 44 99 12 27 50 
CA,E 1,695 2 4 25 536 2 7 23 1,090 2 q 25 40 7 20 42 29 14 30 49 
CA,C 10,216 1 5 18 6,043 2 5 16 3,810 1 5 18 210 10 18 38 153 10 20 41 
CA,S 2,037 1 8 36 147 1 3 13 1,786 1 8 36 35 10 24 44 69 14 17 52 
HI 1,260 3 28 97 530 3 16 42 699 4 68 110 10 1 15 24 21 11 30 67 
iD 473 2 12 31 1 5 17 340 2 10 29 79 4 17 38 16 1 19 38 
MI 655 3 13 35 138 2 8 42 282 2 10 29 202 7 15 39 33 10 22 55 
NV 1,203 1 7 29 85 1 4 17 1,042 1 7 26 39 1 22 46 37 14 25 43 
he OR 1,522 2 6 19 463 2 7 17 973 2 6 17 20 3 12 27 66 y 17 33 
oS WAE 439 2 7 20 119 2 7 19 256 1 6 18 38 5 10 22 26 1 14 27 
WA,W 1,928 2 q 19 329 1 8 21 1,526 2 4 18 20 4 14 32 53 8 16 34 
GUAM 96 2 8 20 17 1 10 22 66 2 7 14 10 4 20 20 3 - - . 

NMI 33 1 12 36 4 - - - 11 1 12 17 5 - - - 8 - 

10TH 9,013 2 8 26 1,400 1 56 6 6,609 2 7 26 1,419 5 2 32 426 7 16 42 

co 1,782 1 7 25 46 1 3 8 1,445 1 6 21 202 4 18 37 89 4 23 45 
KS 1,529 2 4 29 445 2 6 21 853 2 8 25 150 1 21 38 81 12 21 43 
NM 1,191 3 12 33 141 1 5 16 756 3 12 34 255 13 36 39 11 20 3 
OK,N 860 3 q 20 158 1 4 14 599 3 8 20 63 10 15 25 40 1 17 29 
OK,E 580 1 4 10 136 1 3 4 367 1 4 10 54 4 5 1 23 5 7 13 
OK,W 1,663 1 6 15 471 1 4 1 599 1 4 11 516 4 8 21 77 1 1 23 
UT 1,100 3 11 38 1 . 1,010 2 11 34 45 10 24 39 44 16 39 62 
wy 308 2 q 20 71 1 4 14 70 2 8 26 134 5 q 25 33 7 12 24 
11TH 17,062 2 8 24 3,343 1 6 2 12,082 2 7 22 958 7 32 679 9 18 38 

AL,N 2,182 1 7 18 209 1 6 16 1,468 1 5 15 414 6 12 26 9" 8 13 32 
AL,M 818 1 7 17 46 1 1 1 638 1 6 16 77 7 10 19 57 7 11 25 
AL,S 822 1 8 21 111 1 5 12 618 1 7 19 47 4 14 26 46 4 17 30 
FL,N 846 2 7 38 72 1 3 7 736 2 7 40 7 . - 31 1 24 41 
FL.M 3,132 2 8 27 491 1 5 19 2,323 2 8 25 197 8 19 38 121 1 21 38 
FL,S 4,217 1 6 24 415 1 5 18 3,623 1 6 23 69 7 20 40 110 7 20 37 
GA,N 2,828 2 4 27 1,636 2 7 25 1,011 2 4 24 45 8 18 35 136 1 24 47 
GA.M 949 2 10 31 182 2 8 31 686 2 10 30 40 12 17 42 41 7 19 38 
GAS 1,268 1 48 16 181 1 6 15 979 1 A 15 62 8 13 21 46 9 14 27 


NOTE: TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES. EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS. INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME 
AND FOR 10 PERCENT OF THE SLOWEST AND THE FASTEST CASES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE TIME INTERVAL OF THE FASTEST 10 PERCENT OF TOTAL CASES TERMINATED WAS LESS THAN 2 MONTHS; THE SLOWEST 10 
PERCENT EXCEEDED 31 fi - 
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Table C-6. 


U. S. District Courts - Civil Cases Pending by District and Length of Time Pending 


as of September 30, 1992 


LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
3 YEARS AND OVER 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 
Circuit and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 

TOTAL 226,439 138,544 46,823 22,823 17,249 7.7 
DC 3,812 1,861 1,041 422 488 12.8 
18T 0,614 5,362 2,261 956 035 9.8 

ME 415 356 43 12 4 - 
MA §,257 2,787 1,447 603 420 8.0 
NH 947 570 206 114 57 6.0 
Ri 791 489 210 65 27 3.4 
PR 2,104 1,160 355 162 427 20.3 
2ND 20,060 14,342 6,050 4,911 3,777 12.6 
CT 3,748 1,810 1,003 420 515 13.7 
NY,N 2,918 1,245 673 370 630 21.6 
NY,E 7,480 4,100 1,663 830 887 11.9 
NY,S 13,290 5,886 3,086 2,991 1,327 10.0 
NY ,W 2,055 983 419 254 399 19.4 
VT 489 318 106 46 19 3.9 
3RD 21,055 11,780 4,078 2,808 3,289 15.0 
DE 850 483 210 94 63 7.4 
NJ 5,097 3,415 1,103 365 214 4.2 
PA,E 9,981 4,092 1,576 1,729 2,584 25.9 
PA,M 1,504 1,110 232 141 21 1.4 
PA,W 3,372 2,376 545 247 204 6.0 
Vi 1,151 304 412 232 203 17.6 
4TH 16,582 10,260 3,124 1,223 975 6.3 
MD 3,486 1,915 649 447 475 13.6 
NC,E 1,068 831 173 31 33 3.1 
NC,M 720 508 123 55 34 4.7 
NC,W 942 590 185 94 73 7.7 
SC 3,691 2,562 908 186 35 a 
VA,E 2,266 1,611 304 108 243 10.7 
VA,W 1,381 1,011 208 121 41 3.0 
WV,N 598 356 148 55 39 6.5 

WV,S 1,430 876 426 126 2 - 
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Table C-6. (Continued) 
LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
3 YEARS AND OVER 
Less Than 1 1102 2t03 

Circult and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 
6.6 
2.5 
5.9 
3.4 
3.5 
6.1 
6.3 
11.1 
6.5 
2.2 
290 3.6 
KY,W 1,791 944 443 189 215 12.0 
MIE 5,463 4,301 719 253 190 3.5 
MI,W 1,396 954 293 95 64 3.9 
OH,N 3,515 2,277 740 258 240 6.8 
OH,S 2,611 1,811 489 171 140 5.4 
TN,E 1,918 1,382 312 130 94 4.9 
TN,M 1,305 800 277 145 83 6.4 
TN,W 1,421 748 335 186 152 10.7 
IL,N 6,108 3,884 536 361 5.9 
IL,C 1,381 778 170 90 6.5 
IL,s 1,366 806 149 85 6.2 
INN 1,366 967 81 67 4.9 
IN,S 2,149 1,361 179 123 5.7 
WIE 1,342 845 114 104 7.7 

wi,W 287 281 . : 
8TH 15,634 9,920 3,600 1,503 611 3.9 
AR,E 2,329 1,813 323 157 36 1.5 

AR,W 630 562 65 3 
1A,N 726 432 200 59 35 4.8 
IA,S 1,533 670 481 291 91 5.9 
MN 2,147 1,405 460 187 95 4.4 
MO,E 3,653 2,129 1,034 324 166 4.5 
MO,W 2,619 1,628 576 289 126 4.8 
NE Qn% 1,249 753 298 149 49 3.9 

ND ' 382 252 89 33 8 . 
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Table C-6. (Continued) 
LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
3 YEARS AND OVER 
Less Than 1 1to2 2to3 

Circult and District Total Year Years Years Number Percent* 
oTH 33,696 21,767 6,427 9,142 2,310 6.9 
AK 1,277 764 279 120 114 8.9 
AZ 3,878 2,107 847 361 563 14.5 
CA,N 5,560 3,672 1,081 441 366 6.6 
CA,E 3,260 2,003 742 349 166 5.1 
CA,C 8,542 5,694 1,406 929 §13 6.0 
CA,S 1,998 1,212 413 193 180 9.0 
HI 994 594 230 106 64 6.4 
1D 660 389 176 48 47 7.1 
MT 878 517 193 78 90 10.3 
NV 1,790 1,243 362 137 48 2.7 
OR 1,705 1,245 318 104 38 2.2 
WA,E 408 321 54 19 14 3.4 
WA,W 2,535 1,933 309 245 48 1.9 
GUAM 124 46 14 7 57 46.0 

NMI 27 17 3 5 2 - 
2,227 004 606 6.1 
395 149 102 4.5 
452 216 83 4.4 
407 170 172 9.8 
178 49 35 3.3 

67 7 6 - 
324 88 37 2.0 
348 155 122 8.6 

56 30 9 - 
4,846 2,219 820 3.6 
394 148 51 1.6 
328 79 57 3.8 
246 125 17 1.5 
343 97 45 3.0 
1,031 615 141 3.0 
1,042 554 332 6.5 
970 388 103 2.7 
325 122 67 5.4 

166 91 7 - 
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Table C-7. 
U.S. District Courts - Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIVIL CRIMINAL 
Total 
Circuit and District All Trials Total Non-Jury Jury Total Non-Jury Jury 
TOTAL 20,460 ' 10,768 6,378 4,378 9,704 3,064 5,740 
oc 612 227 169 58 385 145 240 
1st 736 461 260 201 284 104 180 
ME 78 41 18 23 37 12 25 
MA 300 203 103 100 97 32 65 
NH 50 31 17 14 19 14 5 
RI 151 94 57 37 57 18 39 
PR 156 82 55 27 74 28 46 
ney 2nd 1,006 040 545 395 786 336 420 
rm CT 213 138 76 62 75 39 3 
NY,N 99 59 22 37 40 14 26 
NY,E 499 218 137 81 281 123 158 
NY,S 875 433 262 171 242 94 148 
NY,W 135 59 29 30 76 41 35 
VT 75 33 19 14 42 25 17 
3AD 1.603 1,126 870 686 am 182 328 
DE 70 39 16 23 31 16 15 
NJ 331 227 123 104 104 36 68 
PA,E 640 507 240 267 133 21 112 
PA.M 215 149 73 76 66 31 35 
PA,W 252 168 97 71 84 35 49 
vl 95 36 21 15 59 13 46 
4TH 1,044 1,048 18 427 800 360 549 
MD 256 141 79 62 115 45 70 
NC,E 151 82 64 18 69 15 54 
NC,M 138 32 25 7 106 36 70 
NC,W 159 79 60 19 80 27 53 
SC 308 215 70 145 93 31 62 
VA,E 556 308 214 94 248 125 123 
VA,W 166 73 40 33 93 32 61 
WV,N 76 41 19 22 35 9 26 
WV,S 134 74 47 27 60 30 30 
29 
— Se ee Ey ee 
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Table C-7. (Continued) 
CIVIL CRIMINAL 
Total 

Circuit and District All Trials Total Non-Jury Jury Total Non-Jury Jury 
6TH 2,004 1,683 1,067 626 1,221 840 681 

LA,E 234 24 109 138 87 34 53 
LA,M 36 20 19 10 7 2 5 
LA,W 210 78 70 62 23 39 
MS,N 141 79 46 33 62 23 39 
MS,S 209 140 82 58 69 26 43 
TX,N 432 255 189 66 177 81 96 
TX,E 254 139 52 87 115 54 61 
TX,S 701 407 295 112 294 120 174 
TX,w 587 239 187 52 348 177 171 
KY,E 154 70 31 39 84 25 59 
KY,W 104 41 15 26 63 29 34 
MIE 318 182 89 93 136 19 117 
MI,wW 79 36 16 20 43 20 23 
OH,N 190 130 80 50 60 10 50 
OH,S 235 147 101 46 88 37 51 
TNE 137 83 38 45 54 10 44 
TN,M 133 77 44 33 56 22 34 
T™N,W 236 86 70 16 150 59 91 
7TH 1,318 745 487 283 573 229 344 

IL,N 540 317 193 124 223 92 131 
IL,C 151 88 57 31 63 24 39 
IL,S 135 53 27 26 82 43 39 
IN,N 158 83 56 27 75 39 36 
IN,S 131 88 64 24 43 24 19 
WIE 133 61 32 29 72 7 65 
wi,W 70 55 28 27 15 - 15 
6TH 1,352 770 416 354 582 241 $41 

AR,E 215 152 81 71 63 29 34 
AR,W 85 56 19 37 29 15 14 
1A,N 61 22 12 19 39 17 22 
iA,S 125 55 40 15 70 42 28 
MN 140 73 33 40 67 6 61 
MO,E 246 167 94 73 79 33 46 
MO,W 208 126 75 51 82 32 50 
NE 113 64 39 25 49 23 26 
ND 62 20 8 12 42 20 22 
sD 97 35 15 20 62 24 38 
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Table C-7. (Continued) 


CIVIL CRIMINAL 
Total 

Circuit and District All Trials Total Non-Jury Jury Total Non-Jury Jury 
om 2,002 1,000 es3 408 1,873 029 yy) 
AK 56 19 10 4 37 3 34 
AZ 453 113 88 25 340 204 136 
CA.N 222 119 65 54 103 41 62 
CAE 126 54 23 31 71 22 49 
CA.C 663 329 196 133 334 129 205 
CAS 448 59 29 30 389 262 127 
HI 120 M4 28 6 86 45 41 
10 66 22 14 8 44 4 40 
MI 64 32 16 17 32 7 25 
NV 180 88 59 29 92 19 73 
OR 278 91 60 31 187 136 51 
WA.E 116 40 33 7 76 31 45 
WA.w 149 80 59 21 69 23 46 
GUAM 10 1 1 - w 1 8 
NMI 12 8 3 5 4 2 2 
10TH 1,336 660 380 261 ene 301 206 
co 276 171 121 50 105 73 32 
we 228 119 68 51 109 54 55 
NM 330 88 64 24 242 159 83 
OK,N 133 65 38 27 68 32 36 
OK,E 42 18 2 16 24 10 14 
OK,W 140 97 43 54 43 16 27 
UT 125 58 40 18 67 30 37 
wy 62 4 13 21 28 17 1 
11TH 2,412 1,178 740 438 1,234 316 018 
AL.N 294 184 100 84 110 52 58 
AL.M 168 89 56 33 79 16 63 
ALS 124 59 33 26 65 6 59 
FL.N 177 75 55 20 102 21 81 
FL.M 347 158 87 71 189 44 145 
FL.S 624 206 179 27 18 74 344 
GA.N 408 231 133 98 177 73 104 
GA,M 135 80 52 28 §5 24 31 
GA,S 135 96 45 §1 39 6 33 


NOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY; ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED. INCLUDES LAND CONDEMNATION TRIALS, HEARINGS 
ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS, MISCELLANEOUS CIVIL CASES AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE |S 
INTRODUCED. CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES. 
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Table C-8. 


U.S. District Courts - Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District 


For the 12 Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIVIL TRIALS 


eee ————EEEEE : 
Total I 1 | 2 3 4to9 [ses | 20 Days | 
Circuit & District | All Trials Totat | Day | | _Days | Days | Days | AndOver | Total 
TOTAL 20,460 10,766 4,704 1,698 1,821 2,413 326 92 9,704 
Dc 612 227 118 34 28 43 3 1 385 
18T 735 461 174 60 62 128 21 6 284 
ME 78 41 16 7 3 1 3 1 37 
MA 300 203 69 23 31 70 8 2 97 
NH 50 31 14 7 3 7 . . 19 
Ri 181 94 40 13 10 24 6 1 57 
PR 156 82 35 10 15 16 4 2 74 
2N0 1,696 940 344 167 115 287 43 14 786 
cT 213 138 58 28 19 29 4 . 75 
NY,N 99 59 16 7 "1 21 3 1 40 
NY,E 499 218 94 40 18 54 6 6 281 
NY,S 675 433 142 81 59 125 22 4 242 
NY,W 135 59 19 6 6 18 7 3 76 
vT 75 33 15 5 2 10 1 ° 42 
3AD 1,603 1,126 384 211 178 314 32 7 477 
DE 70 39 1 5 9 1 2 1 31 
NJ 331 227 75 41 28 70 9 4 104 
PA,E 640 507 156 108 94 133 14 2 133 
PA,M 215 149 68 22 26 32 1 : 66 
PA,W 252 168 59 25 18 61 5 ° 34 
vi 95 36 15 10 3 7 1 59 
4TH 1,044 1,046 552 188 118 71 13 3 899 
MD 256 141 44 27 21 44 4 1 115 
NC,E 151 82 55 14 4 7 2 . 69 
NC,M 138 32 18 8 3 1 1 106 
NC,W 159 79 58 7 6 8 : : 80 
Sc 308 215 56 47 41 67 3 1 93 
VA,E 556 308 206 54 29 18 1 ° 248 
VA,W 166 73 47 15 7 3 1 93 
WV,N 9 nd 9 76 41 22 4 4 "1 : 35 
WV,S . “~ 134 74 46 12 3 12 1 60 
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10 to | 20 Days 


CRIMINAL TRIALS 
2 | 3 4to9 
1,887 1,346 2,061 
80 68 105 
42 78 
1 5 10 
1 36 
3 2 
17 1 12 
8 12 18 
107 85 229 
13 3 15 
6 8 10 
50 32 88 
20 27 90 
10 10 21 
8 5 5 
62 76 124 
4 - 2 
9 5 37 
29 33 44 
7 7 17 
13 12 21 
20 18 3 
176 101 133 
12 17 35 
10 10 10 
32 15 19 
22 10 13 
19 15 18 
35 14 22 
14 8 4 
16 4 4 
15 8 8 


Days | And Over _ 

316 104 
7 a 
"1 6 
8 5 
: 1 
3 ° 
48 27 
4 3 
2 . 
10 1 
27 10 
4 3 
1 ‘ 
30 8 
2 . 
12 6 
6 2 
1 ‘ 
9 . 
14 7 
6 5 
2 ‘ 
1 1 

- 1 
3 . 
1 © 

1 ° 
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Table C-8. (Continued) 
CIVIL TRIALS CRIMINAL TRIALS 
Total 1 2 4 4to9 | 10to19 | 20Days 1 2 3 4to9 | 10t019| 20Days 

Circuit & District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days And Over | Total Day Days Days Days Days | And Over 

STW 2,004 1,683 601 317 77 264 9% 4 1,221 687 283 140 161 26 6 
LAE 334 247 98 69 35 43 1 1 87 39 26 10 12 ° : 
LA,M tb 29 15 b 5 2 1 : 7 3 2 , 2 . : 
LA,W 210 148 63 32 22 29 { 1 62 13 33 7 7 1 1 
MS,N 141 79 43 15 " 9 { . 62 23 21 10 4 . . 
MS,S 209 140 bb 32 16 24 2 : 69 31 10 9 17 1 , 
TX,N 432 255 136 51 20 38 9 1 177 98 27 17 29 5 1 
TX,E 254 139 55 30 30 22 2 ; 115 50 27 14 20 4 ; 
TX,S 701 407 251 45 24 75 "1 294 135 63 36 52 8 . 
TX,W 587 239 164 37 14 22 2 ; 348 195 74 37 34 6 2 

6TH 1,666 852 356 161 106 199 1 10 734 268 172 114 159 24 7 
KY,E 154 70 35 18 7 10 : : 84 23 27 19 14 1 . 
KY,W 104 41 17 6 8 8 . 63 32 12 4 13 2 : 
MIE 318 182 44 26 23 71 14 4 136 21 17 27 55 1 5 
MI,W 79 36 9 5 4 16 1 1 43 19 6 6 10 2 , 
OH,N 190 130 52 21 18 31 r 2 60 14 14 10 18 3 1 
OH,S 235 147 84 16 "1 29 4 2 88 41 14 12 18 3 ; 
TNE 137 83 43 17 15 7 1 . 54 24 19 3 7 1 . 
TN.M 133 77 33 20 8 14 { 1 56 21 16 5 13 ‘ 1 
TN,W 236 86 39 22 "1 13 1 ‘ 150 63 47 28 11 . 

7TH 1,318 745 $26 120 95 171 31 2 $73 209 94 87 155 21 7 
iL,N 540 317 112 46 37 93 27 2 223 67 34 33 72 11 7 
iL,C 151 88 55 19 6 7 { , 63 24 9 " 18 1 , 
iL,s 135 53 23 8 14 8 : ‘ 82 45 14 7 12 a ° 
IN.N 158 83 43 12 9 18 / ‘ 75 40 14 8 1 1 , 
IN,S 131 88 49 11 12 14 2 , 43 27 4 5 5 2 . 
WIE 133 61 21 10 9 21 , : 72 4 14 19 33 2 ‘ 
wi,w 70 55 23 14 8 10 , . 15 2 5 4 4 : , 

8TH 1,382 770 320 141 109 171 22 7 582 263 17 76 107 7 2 
AR,E 215 152 60 43 18 29 2 ‘ 63 41 15 2 4 1 ; 
AR,W 85 56 19 17 8 12 : 29 19 8 1 1 ; ‘ 
IA,N 61 22 5 4 3 10 : ‘ 39 17 3 7 9 3 ‘ 
iA,S 125 55 33 5 8 7 2 . 70 38 13 7 1 1 ; 
MN 140 73 22 2 10 26 10 3 67 9 13 16 25 4 ‘ 
MO,E 246 167 86 29 24 28 ‘ : 79 35 20 13 9 2 . 
MO,W 208 126 56 21 19 27 3 ‘ 82 34 17 10 18 2 1 
NE 113 64 21 12 "1 15 3 2 49 24 6 6 8 4 1 
ND ! 9 4 6 20 5 ’ 6 2 2 42 19 8 8 7 . . 
SD “97 35 14 3 7 11 ‘ . 62 27 14 6 15 ‘ ‘ 
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Table C-8. (Continued) 
CIVIL TRIALS CRIMINAL TRIALS 
Total \ 2 3 4to9 1010 19 | 20Days 1 2 3 4to9 10to 19 | 20 Days 

Circult & District All Trials Total Day Days Days Days Days And Over | Total Day Days Days Days Days | And Over 

oTH 2,062 1,069 380 184 108 322 66 30 1,673 797 317 270 306 76 17 
AK 56 19 5 3 3 6 2 - 37 3 6 "1 16 - 1 
AZ 453 113 46 29 6 26 3 3 340 186 53 42 51 4 4 
CA,N 222 119 22 23 4 47 10 8 103 30 14 20 33 6 - 
CA,E 125 54 4 8 11 24 6 1 71 18 4 10 21 9 4 
CA,C 663 329 114 58 38 86 24 g 334 101 45 60 95 27 6 
CA,S 448 59 13 10 3 23 6 4 389 203 74 46 59 7 . 
HI 120 34 13 3 3 10 5 - 86 36 1 13 23 3 - 
iD 66 22 11 3 2 4 1 1 44 6 12 5 16 5 
MT 64 32 10 3 4 15 . 32 7 13 6 5 1 . 
NV 180 88 46 14 9 17 1 1 92 20 23 19 20 8 2 
OR 278 91 51 1 6 22 1 - 187 133 31 10 1 2 
WA,E 116 40 17 6 4 10 2 1 76 29 19 13 15 . 
WA,W 149 80 25 12 9 29 4 1 69 20 5 14 26 4 . 
GUAM 10 1 1 - - . - 4 3 2 1 3 - . 
NMI 12 8 2 1 1 3 . 1 4 2 . . 2 - - 

10TH 1,836 650 258 103 90 178 21 3 686 382 113 68 107 13 3 
co 276 171 87 24 18 37 4 1 105 60 17 7 17 2 2 
KS 228 119 39 15 17 40 7 1 109 50 1 13 31 3 1 
NM 330 88 45 18 10 15 - - 242 172 35 19 15 1 . 
OK,N 133 65 21 13 10 19 2 - 68 31 14 11 11 1 
OK,E 42 18 2 4 4 8 - - 24 8 5 5 6 - : 
OK,W 140 97 34 15 21 26 1 - 43 18 3 6 14 2 . 
UT 125 58 23 10 5 17 2 1 67 31 23 4 8 1 . 
wy 62 34 7 4 5 13 5 . 28 12 5 3 5 3 

11TH 2,412 1,178 601 222 136 198 16 5 1,234 382 306 219 287 30 1 
AL,N 294 184 82 50 26 25 1 : 110 56 21 16 14 3 . 
AL,M 168 89 53 9 13 13 1 . 79 27 25 13 14 : : 
AL,S 124 59 30 13 4 6 - 1 65 15 25 14 1 - . 
FL,N 177 75 44 16 2 12 1 : 102 32 31 17 17 3 2 
FL,M 347 158 71 22 21 36 7 1 189 49 48 30 53 7 2 
FL,S 624 206 111 32 20 41 1 1 418 79 101 93 128 11 6 
GA,N 408 231 121 31 25 47 5 2 177 78 27 27 39 5 1 
GA,M 135 80 39 21 10 10 . - 55 31 17 5 2 : . 
GA,S 135 96 50 28 10 8 . - 39 15 10 4 4 1 . 


NOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED. INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES, HEARINGS 
ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 
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Table C-9. 


U. S. District Courts - Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIVIL 
Trial Type of 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 

PR IN RE: San Juan Dupont Plaza Hotel Fire Personal Injury 212 Jury 

MIE IN RE: McDonnell Douglass Airplane Personal Injury 185 Jury 

NY,E IN RE: New York Asbestos Litigation Personal Injury - Asbestos 105 Jury 

CA,C Long Beach City v Standard Oil Antitrust 92 Jury 

KS Manildra v Ogilvie Patent 87 Jury 

NJ Honeywell, Inc v Minolta Camera Co Patent 81 Jury 

AZ IN RE: Lincoln Savings and Loan Securities, Commodities, Exchange 74 Jury 

NY,W Al-Jundi v Rockefeller Prisoner Petition - Civil Rights 68 Jury 

MN Werlein v USA Environmental Matters 63 Non-Jury 

NY,W USA v Hooker Chem Corp Environmental Matters 60 Non-Jury 

NJ Walter v Holiday Inns Inc Securities, Commodities, Exchange 57 Jury 

NJ Lightning Lube, Inc _—_- v Kendall Refining Com Contract 49 Jury 

FL,M Andrews v USA Personal Injury 49 Non-Jury 

GA,N Abrams & Wofsy v Renaissance Inv Corp Securities, Commodities, Exchange 47 Non-Jury 

DC Mergentime Corp. — v McElhenny Contract 45 Non-Jury 

NY,E Nu Life Const Corp _ v Div Of School RICO, Civil Rights 45 Jury 

NY,E State Of N Y v Anheuser Busch Inc Antitrust 44 Non-Jury 

CA,N XomaCorporation —_v Centocor Inc Patent 44 Jury 

NY,S USA v Lo 1807 1 Civil RICO 40 Non-Jury 

CA,N Atari Corp v Nintendo Co., Ltd Antitrust 40 Jury 

AZ Boling v Sunrider Corporation Personal Injury-Product Liability 39 Jury 

CA,C John Fluke Mfg v Talon Instr Inc Patent 38 Non-Jury 

MN McNeil v National Football Lg Antitrust 37 Jury 

CA,S Napp v Gomez Securities, Commodities, Exchange 36 Jury 

NY ,W Monovis, Inc., v Aquino, Giovanni Contract 35 Non-Jury 

CA,S K Tube Corporation — v Sterling Stainless Contract 35 Jury 

NY,E USA v Merrill Lynch Bank Forfeiture and Penalty 33 Non-Jury 

OH,N Ameritrust Co.,N.A. vB &E Grenada, Inc Fraud 32 Jury 

CA,N A. J. Willams v Grover Connell Antitrust 32 Jury 

PR Vazquez v Hospital Doctor Medical Malpractice 31 Jury 

NY,S USA v Davis Fraud 31 Non-Jury 

LA,E LA Power Light v Fischbach & Moore Antitrust 31 Jury 

MI,W O’Brien v City of Grand Rapids Civil Rights 31 Jury 

ID Marchand, KevinF —v Mercy Medical Center Medical Malpractice 31 Jury 


Q°-% 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 


CIVIL 
Trial Type of 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
ND Montana Dakota Utili v WR Grace And Co Property Damage - Product Liability 30 Jury 
CA,C Gomez v Gates Civil Rights 29 Jury 
NY,E IN RE: Pan Am Lockerbie, Scotland Aircrash Airplane Personal Injury 28 Non-Jury 
NY,E Computer Assoc. Intl _v Brian, David Personal Property Damage 28 Non-Jury 
MI,E Kearns v Chrysler Corp Patent 28 Jury 
OH,N Granada Investments v Nestor, Brenda Securities, Commodities, Exchange 28 Non-Jury 
OH,S Day, David v NLO Inc Personal Injury 28 Jury 
CA,C Harper v Amer. Broadcasting Other Statutory Actions 28 Non-Jury 
UT Pro-Ag Service, Inc v Chevron Chemical Com Contract 28 Non-Jury 
NY,N USA v 1032 00 In Un St Cu Penalty/Food and Drug Acts 27 Jury 

CO Grynberg v Klein Contract 27 Jury 
NC,M Jefferson Pilotins = v Investors Title Co Antitrust 26 Jury 
MI,E Kearns v Chrysler Corp Patent 26 Jury 
OH,S Ayers v Sutliffe Civil RICO 26 Jury 
PA,E Antinoph, Janice v Laverell Reynolds Fraud 25 Jury 
LA,W FDIC v Morris Temple & Tren Banks and Banking 25 Jury 

MA Wang Laboratories v CFR Assoc Patent 24 Jury 

NE Morgenstern, DanA_ v Wilson, Charles S Antitrust 24 Jury 
CA,N Jeffrey N. Hendrix §v Oakland City Civil Rights 24 Jury 
CA,N Christopher Verbil v Avco Corp Airplane Personal Injury 24 Jury 
CA,E Rodrigues v USA CR-F-90-34-edp Prisoner Petition - Vacate Sentence 24 Jury 
WA,W Robinson v English Civil Rights 24 Jury 
NMI Walaiporn Srisuwan v Onwel Mfg Saipan Ltd Fair Labor Standards Act 24 Jury 

MA Prudential Ins Co v Turner Newall Tort Product Liability 23 Jury 

NJ David Lerman v Joyce International Civil Rights 23 Non-Jury 
SC Amer House Spinning v Schlafhorst, Inc Contract Product Liability 23 Jury 
MI,E IN RE: Rugiero, Anthony Firearms, Weapons & Drug Distribution 23 Jury 

AZ Casey v Lewis Civil Rights 23 Non-Jury 
CA,N Mariann Hopkins v Dow Corning Personal Injury-Product Liability 23 Jury 
CA,C Baldwin Hardware sv Franksu Patent 23 Non-Jury 
WA,E Sun Runner Marine — v Citibank, N.A. Bankruptcy Withdrawal 23 Jury 
TX,S Electronics & Med In_v Picker Intl, Inc Antitrust 22 Jury 
IL,N Superior Beverage Co v Owens-lllinois Inc Antitrust 22 Jury 

ND O’Connell v Allan Rustan Civil RICO 22 Jury 
CA,N Bio-Rad Laboratories v Pharmacia, Inc Patent 22 Jury 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 
CRIMINAL 
Trial Type of 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
CA,N Genmark Automation v Equipe Tech. Inc Copyright 22 Jury 
CA,S Abrams v Pac Coast Defense Personal Injury 22 Jury 
FL,S Hidden Harbor Devel v Highland Beach Civil Rights 22 Jury 
ME Jackson Laboratory v Crane Co Property Damage - Product Liability 21 Jury 
Ri Metals Recycling v American Waste Antitrust 21 Jury 
DE Optical Recording Co v Time Warner, Inc Patent 21 Jury 
PA,E Dowling, Warner v PA, Commonwealth Of Civil Rights - Employment 21 Jury 
T™N,M Nichols v Merrill Lynch Pierce Securities, Commodities, Exchange 21 Non-Jury 
IL,N BASF Corp v Old World Trademark 21 Non-Jury 
MN Neslund, R v Stroeh, D Securities, Commodities, Exchange 21 Jury 
CA,C Allstate Ins v Revere Civil RICO 21 Non-Jury 
CA,C Chavez v Lynwood City Civil Rights 21 Jury 
CA,S Adelberg Laboratorie v Ivac Corporation Patent 21 Non-Jury 

S AL,S Albert E. Coleman, J v Ashland Chemica! Com Medical Malpractice 21 Jury 

- NY,S Hoppe v Searle Co Personal Injury-Product Liability 20 Jury 
NY,S Merriam-Webster, Inc v Random House, Inc Trademark 20 Jury 
MD ' sading Edge Tech _ vv Sun Automation Inc Patent 20 Jury 
TX,N Smiley v Blue Cross/Blue Shield Civil Rights 20 Non-Jury 
NE Klinger, C v Lofgreen,v Prisoner Petition - Civil Rights 20 Non-Jury 
CA,C Panahi v Los Angeles Police D Civil Rights 20 Jury 
CA,C Kemper v Merle Norman Costmet Antitrust 20 Jury 
NV Bluegrass Bit Co., —_-v Minelli, Frank E. Contract 20 Jury 
GA,N Bendiburg v Dempsey Civil Rights 20 Jury 


Table C-9. (Continued) 


CRIMINAL 
Trial Type of 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
DC Davis, Kevin W Racketeering 103 Jury 
NE Egan, Timothy S Marijuana 100 Jury 
NY,E Mangano, Venero Bankruptcy Fraud 94 Jury 
FL,S Ehrling, Robert F Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 94 Jury 
CA,C Jamison, Edward Daniel Civil Rights 88 Jury 
NY,S Gil, Fernanda Narcotics 87 Jury 
FL,S Noriega, Manuel Antonio Narcotics 83 Jury 
MD Benjamin, Brian Narcotics 81 Jury 
FL,S Yahweh, Yahweh B Racketeering 75 Jury 
NY,S Melendez, Dennis Controlled Substance Conspiracy 74 Jury 
DC Bynoe, Guillermo Narcotics 71 Jury 
FL,N Adkinson, William Michael Conspiracy to Defraud 68 Jury 
AZ Morales, Daniel A Burglary-interstate Commerce 63 Jury 
CA,C Kuhnle, Robert Narcotics 61 Jury 
MD Ddonwuazor, Jerome Okoye Narcotics 60 Jury 
MIE Hart, William L Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors 58 Jury 
IL,N Infelise, Rocco Ernest Racketeering/Murder 58 Jury 
NY,S Roges, Luis Bankruptcy Fraud 57 Jury 
MD Mccuistion, Clayton C Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 54 Non-Jury 
NY,S Collazo, Gregory Narcotics 53 Jury 
FL,S Daoud, Alexander Bankruptcy Fraud 47 Jury 
NY,E Gotti, John Racketeering 46 Jury 
NY,S Mucciante, Timothy M Transportation Stolen Property 46 Jury 
NJ Curcio, Edward C, Esq Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 44 Jury 
NY,E Thai, David Racketeering/Robbery 43 Jury 
NY,W Knoll, David R Fraud 42 Jury 
OH,N Shission, Andrew Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors 42 Jury 
MIE Dandy, Alex Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors 39 Jury 
FL,M Neder, Ellis E Jr Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 39 Jury 
NY,E Devillio, John Bankruptcy Fraud 37 Jury 
NY ,W Delano, Robert Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 37 Jury 
NJ Bethea Irving Narcotics 37 Jury 
NV Whittenburg, Cari Ernest Narcotics 37 Jury 
AZ Benitez, Carlos Narcotics 36 Jury 
IL,N Houston, J. L Racketeering/Narcotics 35 Jury 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 


CRIMINAL 
Trial Type of 

District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding ___| Days rial 
NY,E Amuso, Vitorio Racketeering/Murder 34 Jury 
TN,M Henry, Tom Embezzlement 34 Jury 
NY,E Abcasis, Simon Narcotics 33 Jury 
TX,W Faulkner, David Lamar Embezzlement 33 Jury 
co Austin, Donald Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 33 Jury 
NY,E Velentzas, Dimitrios Bankruptcy Fraud 32 Jury 
MD Mbionwu, Ugochukwu Jude Narcotics 32 Jury 
NC,M Sumner, Rodney J Racketeering 32 Jury 
MA Habicht Michael C Money Laundering 31 Jury 
MS,S Nix, Kirsey M Conspiracy to Defraud 31 Jury 
IL,N Bates, Thomas L Racketeering/Narcotics 31 Jury 
IL,N D'’Arco, John A Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 31 Jury 
DC George, Clair E Intimidation of Witnesses/Jurors 30 Jury 
NY,S Fermin, Juan Firearms 30 Non-Jury 
MIE Coleman, Venus Narcotics 30 Jury 
MA Rostoff, Steven M Bank Fraud 29 Jury 
NY,S Jones, William Racketeering/Liquor 28 Jury 
CA,C McCord, Alex Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 28 Jury 
co Peterson, Virgil M Securities & Exchange Fraud 28 Jury 
FL,S Nunezarcias, Julio Alejand Narcotics 28 Jury 
CT Santopietro, Joseph J Embezzlement 27 Jury 
MD Brown, Phillip Charles Narcotics 27 Jury 
MIE Cole, Timothy Narcotics 26 Jury 
IL,N Bruil, Johan Antitrust 26 Jury 
CA,C Hoffman, Ronald Joshua Nati al Defense 26 Non-Jury 
FL,S Rojas, Yerco H Controlled Substance 26 Jury 
NY,E Miller, Melvin Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 25 Jury 
NY,S Vallone, Ralph Jr Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 25 Jury 
NY,S Sanchez, Ricardo Narcotics 25 Jury 
NJ Ahamefule, Eugene Chukueme Narcotics 25 Jury 
TX,N Johnson, Herbert D Jr Narcotics 25 Jury 
TX,W Elizondosaldana, Rodolfo E Narcotics 25 Jury 
CA,E Peterson, Michael Allen Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 25 Jury 
DC Jefferson, Darrell M Firearms 24 Jury 
RI Brannon, Peter Bank Fraud 24 Jury 
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Table C-9. (Continued) 


go 


CIVIL 
Trial Type of 
District Style of Case/Defendant Nature of Proceeding Days rial 
NY,E Pitera, Thomas Narcotics 24 Jury 
NY,E Chung, Chen | Racketeering/Threats 24 Jury 
NY,E Myerson, Harvey Racketeering 24 Jury 
NJ Pretiow, Bilal Firearms 24 Jury 
CA,E Garrett, Odiz Buck Controlled Substance 24 Jury 
CA,E Netters, Tyrone Continuing Criminal Enterprise 24 Jury 
CA,E Womack, Raymond E Controlled Substance 24 Jury 
CA,C Smith, Jason Wallace Securities & Exchange Fraud 24 Jury 
CT Fournier, Kenneth Explosives 23 Jury 
NY,S Rivera, George Narcotics 23 Jury 
LA,W Reggie Edmund M Fraud at Lending Institutions 23 Jury 
NV Levine Ralph Bankruptcy Fraud 23 Jury 
MA Keliher, James E Narcotics 22 Jury 
MA Cronin, John M Transportation Stolen Property 22 Jury 
MA Cassiere, Joseph N Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 22 Jury 
NJ Roche, Anthony Controlled Substance 22 Jury 
PA,E GonzalezRivera, Jose Narcotics 22 Jury 
NC,W Cline, Dale Kenneth Explosives 22 Jury 
IL,N Burnside, Thomas Allen Narcotics 22 Jury 
AK Wilson, Emmitt L Fraud at Lending Institutions 22 Jury 
FL,N Ross, Alan Marijuana 22 Jury 
NY,W Michalek, James J Fraud at Lending Institutions 21 Jury 
MI,E Moss, Robert Marijuana 21 Jury 
IN,N Ringler, Ernest R Fraud 21 Jury 
A? Vusir, Zeljko National Defense 21 Jury 
CA,C Dota, Richard Marion Racketeering/Murder 21 Jury 
KS Yung, Alex Conspiracy to Defraud 21 Jury 
FL,M Jackson, Joyce L Extortion/Racketeering/Threats 21 Jury 
CT Aguilar, Francisco Narcotics 20 Jury 
NJ McCann, Gerald Postal, Wire, Radio Fraud 20 Jury 
PA,E Johnson, Anthony Continuing Criminal Enterprise | 20 | Jury 
MO,W Dowdy, Gilbert Narcotics Conspiracy _ 20 | Jury 
AZ MacDonald, Peter Racketeering/Bribery | 20 Jury 
GA,N Griggs, Michael D n> RICO Racketeering Conspiracy | 20 | Jury 
Total | 
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Table C-10. 


U.S. District Courts - Time Intervals from Issue to Trial of Civil Cases in Which a Trial was Completed, by District 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TOTAL TRIALS NONJURY TRIALS JURY TRIALS 
TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' 
Number of 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 
Circuit and District Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median More Than of Triais Less Than Median More Than 

TOTAL 6,704 4 16 40 2,797 4 ‘4 39 3,007 6 18 40 
DC 66 2 15 36 32 2 15 36 34 2 16 29 

18T 279 6 17 45 111 3 16 41 168 5 17 47 
ME 34 4 8 17 11 3 9 14 23 4 8 17 
MA 151 7 25 53 58 7 25 44 93 7 25 55 
NH 10 3 23 37 2 - - - 8 - - - 
RI 40 2 12 29 17 1 12 25 23 2 14 31 
PR 44 3 10 28 23 3 10 33 21 1 10 23 

2ND 604 6 21 55 249 3 19 57 3565 8 23 63 
CT 72 7 18 46 21 1 17 27 51 7 19 49 
NY,N 47 i) 26 72 11 9 30 80 36 8 23 53 
NY,E 136 4 25 58 64 1 24 63 72 3 26 56 
NY,S 281 4 19 50 28 2 16 52 153 6 21 49 
NY,W 44 12 33 90 15 12 21 85 29 14 33 90 
VT 24 10 16 33 10 1 16 32 14 10 15 33 

3RD 805 § 18 39 270 } 17 38 $26 5 14 39 
DE 29 5 19 47 8 - - . 21 8 17 36 
NJ 143 4 25 48 49 3 25 38 94 4 24 50 
PA,E 403 5 11 29 138 4 11 27 265 5 11 29 
PA,M 97 5 12 24 26 2 15 26 71 5 10 24 
PA,W 112 8 23 51 49 ) 28 49 63 6 22 52 
vi 21 g 27 56 4 : - - 12 q 28 57 

4TH 665 3 9 27 272 3 7 25 393 4 10 20 
MD 103 1 10 32 44 2 4 28 59 1 12 37 
NC,E 27 . 15 25 14 4 16 25 13 6 13 27 
NC,M 10 22 35 44 5 - - - 5 - - - 
NC,W 25 q 17 37 6 - - . 19 G 28 37 
Sc 178 4 11 23 49 3 13 29 129 4 11 21 
VA,E 216 3 5 8 125 3 5 8 91 4 5 7 
VA,W 46 1 13 36 17 1 7 44 29 1 14 33 
WV,N 2 S 4 2 22 44 1 - - - 22 2 21 33 
WV,S Vig7y 2 12 18 11 1 12 18 26 4 10 18 
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Table C-10. (Continued) 
TOTAL TRIALS NONJURY TRIALS _ JURY TRIALS 
TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' 
f 
Number of 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent | 10 Percent 
Circuit and District Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median | More Than 
STW 950 4 16 39 409 3 6 38 841 8 16 39 
LA,E 217 7 13 29 79 6 12 25 138 7 14 31 
LA,M 26 15 27 60 16 15 25 51 10 7 30 61 
LA,W 118 8 21 38 54 5 20 38 64 8 24 39 
MS,N 43 3 17 39 11 1 16 32 32 4 17 42 
MS,S 87 7 18 31 30 5 17 33 57 8 19 30 
TX,N 134 4 18 42 78 4 18 42 56 6 18 43 
TX,E 87 1 11 18 23 1 6 23 64 1 12 18 
TX,S 117 2 22 52 49 1 21 47 68 5 24 58 
TX,.W 121 1 q 27 69 2 i) 27 52 1 8 29 
6TH 576 6 16 42 248 § 16 43 $27 7 17 41 
KY,E 45 7 21 42 7 - - - 38 8 20 42 
KYW 31 7 16 30 7 - - - 24 6 16 37 
MIE 147 7 16 33 58 6 1§ 28 89 8 16 34 
MI.W 26 4 12 23 7 - : - 19 4 12 23 
OH,N 91 4 18 46 45 3 17 43 46 8 18 55 
OH,S 55 5 17 54 21 5 18 54 34 1 16 49 
T™N,E 60 6 12 33 29 5 12 34 31 6 12 29 
™N,M 53 4 15 41 21 4 1 43 32 3 17 38 
™N.W 67 8 29 48 53 8 30 51 14 7 24 43 
7TH 381 2 13 38 136 3 13 38 246 2 13 37 
1L,N 166 1 11 33 61 1 12 33 105 1 11 34 
IL,C 26 11 19 38 5 : - - 21 11 19 42 
iL,S 34 8 20 34 13 8 26 32 21 6 20 36 
IN,N 37 6 16 39 12 6 16 54 25 4 16 31 
IN.S 39 3 16 36 18 1 16 33 21 3 16 36 
WieE 42 8 17 47 14 1 11 40 28 11 17 47 
WIiw 37 3 6 4 12 3 6 8 25 3 7 11 
6TH 520 3 16 35 196 3 15 32 324 3 16 36 
AR,E 113 1 12 24 51 1 11 23 62 1 13 28 
AR.W 46 2 8 14 11 2 3 10 35 1 8 15 
IA,N 16 15 27 41 6 - - - 10 12 27 45 
IAS 27 2 24 33 13 1 24 30 14 2 24 35 
MN 59 14 25 49 20 4 22 46 39 14 25 49 
MOE 108 2 13 29 36 1 11 18 72 2 16 33 
MO,W 68 4 14 26 23 4 14 28 45 3 14 26 
NE 45 y 27 50 26 3 25 40 19 10 30 50 
ND 18 9 18 33 6 - - - 12 12 19 44 
SD 10 17 40 4 - - - 16 10 16 24 
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Table C-10. (Continued) 
TOTAL TRIALS NONJURY TRIALS JURY TRIALS 
TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' TIME INTERVAL IN MONTHS' 
Number of 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent Number 10 Percent 10 Percent 

Circuit and District Trials Less Than Median More Than of Trials Less Than Median More Than of Triais Less Than Median More Than 

9TH 738 6 18 41 384 6 16 41 354 6 19 
AK 14 1 22 41 5 - - - 9g - - 
AZ 54 i] 24 45 36 12 24 33 18 8 24 
CA,N 81 6 20 59 35 8 18 60 46 3 20 
CA,E 46 7 17 35 18 12 18 32 28 5 17 
CA,C? 275 3 13 32 150 3 12 28 125 3 13 
CA,S 35 4G 19 58 13 6 19 58 22 5 19 
HI 20 8 28 48 15 8 24 48 5 - - 
iD 15 1 16 39 7 - - : 8 - - 
MT 24 6 16 41 i) - - - 15 7 21 
NV 51 2 20 60 24 2 20 62 27 1 20 
OR 34 2 12 35 14 1 7 19 20 8 12 
WA,E 19 6 14 20 14 6 14 26 5 - - 
WwA,W 62 7 13 25 41 8 13 27 21 7 14 
GUAM - - - - - : - : - - - 
NMI 8 - . - 3 : - - 5 - - 

10TH 371 5 12 33 149 5 13 38 222 § 1 
co 67 6 16 38 31 3 16 26 36 7 19 
KS 63 11 17 39 21 10 23 41 42 11 15 
NM 35 3 11 22 23 2 11 19 12 4 12 
OK,N 39 3 11 22 14 2 7 14 25 5 11 
OK,E 18 2 5 8 2 - - - 16 3 5 
OK,W 88 5 qv 24 34 5 8 38 54 6 Qa 
UT 34 7 28 52 17 7 30 42 17 6 21 
WwY 27 6 7 15 7 - - - 20 6 7 

11TH 750 6 14 36 333 5 13 34 417 6 14 
AL,N 138 5 11 22 57 5 10 20 81 3 11 
AL,M 61 5 “4 22 30 5 4 32 31 5 ] 
AL,S 39 6 13 32 14 2 14 34 25 6 13 
FL,N 36 7 19 45 18 7 17 28 18 10 22 
FL,M 129 8 18 44 63 8 19 46 66 8 16 
FL,S 104 3 13 33 80 3 12 27 24 1 16 
GA,N 136 8 19 38 43 3 18 34 93 4 22 
GA,M 46 5 14 38 18 5 12 42 28 4 15 
GA,S 61 8 11 34 10 Qa 19 34 51 8 11 


NOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED. 

EXCLUDES THE FOLLOWING TRIALS: LAND CONDEMNATION, FORFEITURES AND PENALTY CASES, PRISONER PETITIONS (HABEAS CORPUS, MOTIONS TO VACA SENTENCE UNDER 28 U.S.C. 2255. 
HEARINGS ON EVIDENTIARY MATTERS), BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS, AND THREE JUDGE COURT CASES. , 

'TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONL Y WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE TRIALS. 

"ESTIMATES BASED ON HISTORICAL AND CURRENT CIVIL TRIALS DATA FROM TABLE C-7; ACTUAL DATA ARE UNAVAILABLE. 
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Table D. 


Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending in the District Courts 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991 and 1992 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
Circuit and District Percent Percent Percent 
1991' 1992 Change 1991' 1992 Change 1991' 1992 Change _ 
TOTAL 47,123 48,366 2.6 43,073 44,147 28 30,562 43,781 10.7 
DC 801 541 - 32.5 637 538 - 15.6 643 646 5 
18T 1,142 1,047 - 8.3 1,061 025 «12.0 892 1,014 13.7 
ME 169 148 - 12.4 142 151 6.3 129 126 - 2.3 
MA 324 325 3 330 229 - 30.6 357 453 26.9 
NH 75 79 5.3 73 77 5.5 66 68 3.0 
RI 121 149 23.1 111 128 15.3 104 125 20.2 
PR 453 346 - 23.6 395 340 - 13.9 236 242 2.5 
2ND 3,644 «3,684 3 2,683 3,140 17.0 4,804 §,318 10.7 
CT 296 237 - 19.9 240 260 8.3 279 256 - 83 
NY,N 462 545 18.0 383 557 45.4 307 295 - 3.9 
NY,E 1,238 1,317 6.4 853 1,174 37.6 1,846 1,989 7.7 
NY,S 1,131 1,065 - 58 795 718 - 9.7 1,913 2,260 18.1 
NY,W 382 384 5 317 313 - 13 291 362 24.4 
VT 135 106 -21.5 95 118 24.2 168 156 - 7.2 
3RD 2,240 2,393 6.8 2,015 2,215 9.9 2,104 2,282 8.5 
DE 110 117 6.4 132 117 -11.4 60 60 - 
NJ 755 804 6.5 646 720 11.5 710 794 11.8 
PA,E 599 644 7.5 461 599 29.9 662 707 6.8 
PA,M 261 289 10.7 268 259 - 3.4 182 212 16.5 
PAW 271 284 4.8 235 260 10.6 175 199 13.7 
Vi 244 255 45 273 260 - 48 315 310 - 1.6 
4TH 6,440 6,519 1.2 5,924 6,279 6.0 3,701 3,941 6.5 
MD 643 650 1.1 634 665 49 512 497 - 29 
NC,E 1,059 1,161 9.6 1,011 1,169 15.6 253 245 - 3.2 
NC,M 277 307 10.8 242 297 22.7 213 223 47 
NC,W 492 517 5.1 392 443 13.0 347 421 21.3 
Sc 578 648 12.1 593 539 - 9.1 469 578 23.2 
VA,E 2,606 2,348 - 9.9 2,291 2,285 -.3 1,317 1,380 48 
VA,W 293 303 3.4 249 323 29.7 243 223 - 8.2 
WV,N 144 233 61.8 164 185 12.8 135 183 35.6 
WV,S 348 352 1.1 348 373 7.2 212 191 - 99 
Qeova 


Table D. Cases (Continued) 
Circuit and District Percent Percent Percent 
1991! | 002 | Change | 1901' 1902 Change 1901' 7 | — oe | 7 Change - 

6TH 6,716 6,647 -12 6,763 5,608 48 6,632 6,671 2.6 
LAE 453 451 «5 403 479 18.9 350 322 - 6.0 
LA\M 63 52 -17.5 59 51 13.6 30 31 3.3 
LAW 312 226 - 27.6 253 264 43 226 188 - 16.8 
MS.N 103 136 32.0 168 115 -31.6 46 67 45.7 
MS,S 260 267 2.7 279 234 - 16.1 189 222 17.5 
TX,N 728 1,010 38.7 707 854 20.8 643 799 24.3 
TXE 287 326 13.6 280 277 ~~ 175 224 28.0 
TXx,S 1,775 1,577 ~112 1,047 1,648 ~ 15.4 2,678 2,607 2.7 
TX,W 1,734 1,602 7.6 1,687 1,586 - 6.0 1,195 1,211 1.3 

6TH 3,666 3,883 59 3,411 3,700 6.5 2,768 2,041 6.6 
KY.E 240 257 7.1 200 256 28.0 179 180 6 
KYW 492 479 2.7 463 495 6.9 279 263 5.7 
MIE 685 740 8.0 613 607 1.0 660 793 20.2 
MILWw 205 185 9.8 183 182 6 134 137 22 
OH,N 453 486 7.3 450 457 1.6 330 359 8.8 
OH,S 455 502 10.3 428 529 23.6 346 319 7.8 
TNE 387 501 29.5 428 434 14 233 300 28.8 
T™N.M 356 291 - 18.3 305 346 13.4 232 177 23.7 
TN.W 393 442 12.5 341 394 16.5 365 413 13.2 

7TH 2,156 2,274 5.5 1,872 2,042 0.1 1,039 2,171 12.0 
IL,N 797 720 9.7 601 605 7 1,070 1,185 10.7 
IL,C 282 323 14.5 254 312 22.8 209 220 5.3 
iL,s 210 256 21.9 184 217 17.9 134 173 29.1 
INN 191 245 28.3 189 219 15.9 167 193 15.6 
IN.S 314 344 9.6 290 331 14.1 122 135 10.7 
wie 256 258 8 235 249 6.0 187 196 48 
Wi.w 106 128 20.8 119 109 8.4 50 69 38.0 

6TH 2,529 2,424 - 42 2,635 2,287 -144 1,392 1,559 12.0 
AR,E 234 270 15.4 245 247 8 133 156 17.3 
AR.W 134 170 26.9 133 160 20.3 61 71 16.4 
1A.N 103 123 19.4 114 101 -11.4 87 109 25.3 
iA.S 128 114 10.9 112 112 84 86 2.4 
MN 336 296 11.9 304 284 6.6 199 211 6.0 
MO,E 287 326 13.6 266 303 13.9 192 215 12.0 
MO,W 695 553 20.4 853 500 -414 274 327 19.3 
NE 199 221 11.1 204 185 9.3 155 191 23.2 
ND 166 158 48 172 152 - 11.6 70 76 8.6 
SD. Q°- 247 193 -21.9 232 213 - 62 137 117 - 14.6 
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Table D. Cases (Continued) 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS es PENDING ee 
Circuit and District Percent Percent Percent 
1901' 1902 Change 1991' 1902 Change | 1901" 1992 Change 

oTH 0,076 10,040 0.6 6,024 9,002 1.0 9,450 11,206 19.6 
AK 219 290 32.4 188 293 55.9 123 120 2.4 
AZ 1,207 1,556 28.9 1,079 1,298 20.3 906 1,164 28.5 
CA,N 633 630 «5 620 577 6.9 840 893 6.3 
CA,E 72) 757 5.0 625 609 2.6 518 666 28.6 
CA,C 1,092 1,194 9.3 900 991 10.1 2,067 2,270 9.8 
CA,S 1,306 1,735 32.8 1,158 1,212 47 2,053 2,576 25.5 
HI 1,821 1,658 - 9.0 1,667 1,359 - 18.5 1,176 1,475 25.4 
10 89 108 21.3 81 104 28.4 65 69 6.2 
MT 24) 243 8 237 219 7.6 142 166 16.9 
NV 408 432 5.9 352 333 5.4 368 467 26.9 
OR 597 543 - 0.1 457 §31 16.2 467 479 2.6 
WA,E 522 450 -13.8 481 449 - 67 245 246 4 
WA,w 969 1,201 23.9 960 985 2.6 394 610 54.8 
GUAM 140 125 - 10.7 111 113 18 77 89 15.6 
NMI 13 18 38.5 8 19 . q 8 - 

10TH 2,509 2,586 3.1 2,354 2,414 25 1,571 1,743 10.9 
co 379 495 30.6 349 399 14.3 255 351 37.6 
KS 402 324 - 19.4 383 316 -175 220 228 3.6 
NM 634 8 559 595 6.4 522 566 8.4 
OK,N 143 159 11.2 145 166 14.5 115 108 - 6.1 
OK,E 71 59 - 16.9 54 67 24.1 41 33 - 19.5 
OK,W 432 74 423 476 12.5 161 149 7.5 
UT 343 339 1.2 325 296 89 192 235 22.4 
wy 105 107 19 116 99 -14.7 65 73 12.3 

11TH 6,303 6,458 25 5,784 6,037 44 4,776 5,197 88 
AL,N 265 373 40.8 266 347 30.5 102 128 25.5 
AL,M 272 402 478 249 381 53.0 154 175 13.6 
ALS 244 258 5.7 172 238 38.4 204 224 9.8 
FL.N 236 282 19.5 236 253 72 232 261 12.5 
FL.M 933 94) 4 855 855 - 719 805 12.0 
FL.S 1,381 1,186 - 14.1 1,198 1,163 - 29 2,575 2,598 g 
GA,N 422 536 27.0 328 474 445 435 497 14.3 
GA,M 2,172 2,047 - 58 2,129 1,946 - 86 202 303 50.0 
GA,S 378 433 14.6 351 380 8.3 153 206 346 


NOTE. PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 
' REVISED 
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Table D-1. 
U.S. District Courts - Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


PENDING OCT. 1, 1991 COMMENCED 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
Circuit and District 
Total 
TOTAL' Felony | Misdemeanor Other’ Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 

TOTAL 30,662 33,003 5,277 292 48,366 47,208 34,119 12,758 421 174 804 
oc 643 605 38 . 541 531 483 48 . 3 7 

18T 892 856 29 7 1,047 1,022 901 27 4 6 19 
ME 129 119 10 - 148 147 135 10 2 1 . 
MA 357 342 8 7 325 307 293 13 1 2 16 
NH 66 64 2 - 79 78 76 2 - 1 
Ri 104 96 8 - 149 149 149 
PR 236 235 1 - 346 341 338 2 1 2 3 

2ND 4,804 4,326 438 40 3,654 3,581 2,047 609 25 12 61 
CT 279 274 5 237 227 206 20 1 1 g 
NY,N 307 219 85 3 545 537 231 306 3 5 
NY,E 1,846 1,734 107 5 1,317 1,300 1,217 81 2 2 15 
NY,S 1,913 1,678 205 30 1,065 1,032 899 111 22 5 28 
NY,W 291 259 30 2 384 382 303 79 - 2 
VT 168 162 6 106 103 91 12 1 

3RO 2,104 1,051 160 3 2,393 2,332 2,063 245 4 2 59 
DE 60 53 6 1 117 110 92 18 1 6 
NJ 710 596 112 2 804 787 614 171 2 1 16 
PA,E 662 656 6 - 644 627 614 11 2 - 17 
PA,M 182 166 16 - 289 276 254 22 - 13 
PAW 175 173 2 - 284 277 273 4 . . 7 
Vi 315 307 8 - 255 255 236 19 - : 

4TH 3,701 2,632 1,052 17 6,519 6,420 3,561 2,832 27 16 83 
MD 512 384 119 9 650 641 347 285 9 3 6 
NC,E 253 237 16 - 1,161 1,156 303 852 1 2 3 
NC,M 213 211 2 . 307 291 282 4 2 14 
NC,W 347 332 14 1 517 507 401 105 1 1 9 
Sc 469 429 40 - 648 631 572 54 5 3 14 
VA,E Q° vw «=O IT 463 850 4 2,348 2,341 831 1,501 ) 3 4 
VA,W a" ( 243 239 2 2 303 271 256 14 1 1 31 
WV,N 135 132 3 - 233 231 230 1 - - 2 
WvV,S 212 205 6 1 352 351 339 11 1 1 - 


£LS 


Se I I IE IIE AE EE IT I LT ES I ETT TITS TI IT I ET EAL D TS I IE EEE ETN RTT ELLE ETE ET EIT EI TEI TIE TE LEI DEE ELLERY 
Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


pmo 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
BO | -—s QRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | 
Circuit and District 
TOTAL 

_ | TERMINATED | Total | Felony | Misdemeanor | Other’ —| Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony [Misdemeanor | Other’ 

TOTAL 44,147 43,079 30,306 12,239 444 299 769 43,761 97,366 6,076 339 
oc 538 530 473 57 . 5 3 646 604 42 . 

18T 925 903 861 16 6 12 9 1,014 984 25 5 
ME 151 145 132 11 2 3 3 126 117 i) - 
MA 229 222 207 13 2 3 4 453 440 8 5 
NH 77 74 69 4 1 1 2 68 68 . 
RI 128 128 128 . . . . 125 117 8 
PR 340 334 325 8 1 6 - 242 242 - 

2ND 3,140 9,007 2,481 591 26 10 33 6,318 4,808 469 41 
CT 260 255 243 11 1 2 3 256 243 13 
NY,N 557 546 221 324 1 3 8 295 223 70 2 
NY,E 1,174 1,168 1,082 81 5 2 4 1,989 1,875 110 4 
NYS 718 699 610 71 18 3 16 2,260 1,980 247 33 
NY,W 313 312 223 89 . - 1 362 335 25 2 
VT 118 117 102 15 - - 1 156 152 4 

3RD 2,216 2,178 1,040 231 4 2 38 2,262 2,112 167 3 
DE 117 113 88 24 1 - 4 60 58 2 
NJ 720 706 556 149 1 1 13 794 659 132 3 
PA.E 599 589 582 5 2 - 10 707 695 12 
PA.M 259 253 220 33 - 212 206 6 
PA.W 260 255 249 6 1 4 199 197 2 
Vi 260 259 245 14 - 1 310 297 13 

4TH 6,279 6,106 3,270 2,704 42 50 123 3,941 2,801 1,125 15 
MD 665 645 350 284 11 10 10 497 371 117 4 
NCE 1,169 1,153 296 854 3 6 10 245 228 17 
NC.M 297 271 262 4 - 20 6 223 219 4 
NCW 443 427 331 95 1 1 15 421 396 24 1 
sc 539 512 434 74 5 22 578 536 41 1 
VA,E 2,285 2,262 810 1,435 17 3 20 1,380 466 911 3 
VA,W 323 320 297 21 1 2 223 218 4 1 
WV,N 185 183 181 2 - 2 - 183 180 3 
WV,S 373 333 309 20 4 2 38 191 187 4 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


PENDING OCT. 1, 1991 


COMMENCED 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


Circuit and District 
Total 
TOTAL Felony | Misdemeanor Other' Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers 

STH §,532 4,803 654 76 5,647 5,527 4,703 690 134 21 99 
LAE 350 334 12 4 451 438 409 24 5 6 7 
LA,M 30 28 1 1 52 51 50 1 . - 1 
LA,W 226 170 33 23 226 223 171 45 7 - 3 
MS,N 46 44 1 1 136 135 130 5 - 1 
MS,S 189 180 9 . 267 261 223 36 2 4 2 
TX,N 643 601 15 27 1,010 982 864 24 94 2 26 
TX,E 175 167 8 - 326 319 301 17 1 2 5 
TX,S 2,678 2,306 362 10 1,577 1,542 1,348 183 11 4 31 
TX,W 1,195 973 213 9 1,602 1,576 1,207 355 14 3 23 

6TH 2,758 2,478 274 6 3,883 3,790 3,164 609 17 10 83 
KY,E 179 177 2 - 257 240 232 7 1 2 15 
KY,W 279 137 141 1 479 475 185 288 2 - 
MIE 660 618 40 2 740 727 667 56 4 4 s) 
MI,W 134 129 5 - 185 181 168 11 2 - 4 
OH,N 330 319 10 1 486 474 468 4 2 1 11 
OH,S 346 320 26 : 502 484 412 69 3 . 18 
T™N,E 233 225 8 - 501 489 434 54 1 - 12 
T™N,M 232 194 36 2 291 283 176 106 1 3 5 
TN,W 365 359 6 - 442 437 422 14 1 5 

7TH 1,939 1,776 189 4 2,274 2,232 1,827 400 5 7 35 
IL,N 1,070 986 83 1 720 706 630 76 - 2 12 
IL,C 209 191 17 1 323 319 251 68 4 
IL,S 134 123 11 - 256 249 198 51 - 7 
IN,N 167 154 13 : 245 239 200 38 1 1 5 
IN,S 122 98 23 1 344 341 193 145 3 3 
WIE 187 181 1 258 256 239 16 1 - 2 
WI,w 50 43 7 . 128 122 116 6 4 2 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
Circuit and District 
TOTAL 
TERMINATED Total Feiony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’? | Transfers Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

STH §,606 §,381 4,302 678 111 31 96 6,671 6,026 536 109 
LA,E 479 461 419 34 8 11 7 322 311 8 3 
LA,M 51 51 50 1 - - - 31 29 1 1 
LA,W 264 261 189 46 26 1 2 188 151 33 4 
MS,N 115 111 106 4 1 - 4 67 66 1 - 
MS,S 234 224 195 26 3 4 6 222 203 19 - 
TX,N 854 817 738 39 40 6 31 799 708 7 44 
TX,E 277 268 246 21 1 3 6 224 216 7 1 
TX,S 1,648 1,626 1,263 346 17 4 18 2,607 2,354 245 8 
TX,W 1,586 1,562 1,186 361 15 2 22 1,211 988 215 8 

6TH 3,700 3,590 2,864 704 22 38 72 2,941 2,705 225 11 
KY,E 256 244 238 5 1 8 4 180 175 5 - 
KY,W 495 491 16° 326 2 1 3 263 157 103 3 
MIE 607 590 521 63 6 8 9 793 756 35 2 
Mi,W 182 177 159 16 2 1 4 137 132 4 1 
OH,N 457 447 426 16 5 3 7 359 352 5 2 
OH,S 529 515 441 72 2 3 11 319 291 27 1 
TN,E 434 421 343 77 1 - 13 300 295 5 
™N,M 346 322 203 117 2 14 10 177 145 29 
™N,W 394 383 370 12 1 . 11 413 402 11 . 

7TH 2,042 1,991 1,586 396 10 6 45 2,171 1,992 174 5 
IL,N 605 589 512 77 - 2 14 1,185 1,101 83 1 
IL,C 312 298 244 52 2 - 14 220 191 29 - 
IL,S 217 215 162 48 5 - 2 173 161 12 
IN,N 219 214 179 34 1 1 4 193 175 18 
IN,S 331 325 171 152 2 - 6 135 115 18 2 
WIE 249 246 220 26 - 3 196 189 5 2 
WI,W 109 104 98 6 : 3 2 69 60 9 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


PENDING OCT. 1, 1991 COMMENCED 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
Circuit and District 
Total 
TOTAL' Felony Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens*® __—‘ Transfers 

8TH j 1,392 1,264 117 1 2,424 2,359 1,962 360 37 8 67 
AR,E 133 127 5 270 258 243 12 3 1 11 
AR,W 61 47 9 5 170 168 127 40 1 1 1 
IA,N 87 80 7 - 123 118 110 7 1 1 4 
IA,S 84 84 - - 114 113 110 1 - 1 
MN 199 194 3 2 296 289 264 23 2 - 7 
MO,E 192 186 6 - 326 17 308 8 1 4 5 
MO,W 274 192 79 3 553 543 288 239 16 - 10 
NE 155 151 4 - 221 206 183 17 6 - 15 
NO 70 70 - - 158 155 147 5 3 1 2 
SD 137 133 4 - 193 192 182 7 3 - 1 

9TH 9,450 7,358 2,004 88 10,940 10,724 6,712 3,870 
AK 123 52 69 2 290 286 157 
AZ 906 844 61 1 1,556 1,518 1,107 
CA,N 840 569 269 2 630 615 381 
CA,E 518 379 133 6 757 751 421 
CA,C 2,067 1,956 100 11 1,194 1,139 1,094 
CA,S 2,053 1,838 163 52 1,735 1,715 1,369 
HI 1,176 158 1,018 - 1,658 1,656 147 
1D 65 5U 8 1 108 108 85 
MT 142 135 5 2 243 229 213 
NV 368 355 11 2 432 420 396 
OR 467 448 14 5 543 538 520 
WA,E 245 239 5 1 450 432 416 
WA,W 394 248 144 2 1,201 1,178 280 
GUAM 77 72 4 1 125 123 111 
NMI 3 9 - - 18 16 15 

10TH 1,571 1,397 161 13 2,586 2,501 4,917 
co 255 234 21 - 495 476 330 
KS 220 196 22 2 324 307 234 
NM 522 508 9 5 639 628 593 
OK,N 115 113 2 - 159 150 149 
OK,E 41 39 2 - 59 57 55 
OK,W 161 90 71 : 464 453 195 
UT 192 a f 32 3 339 328 276 
wy 65 6 2 3 107 102 85 
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Table D-1, Cases (Continued) 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
Circuit and District 
TOTAL 
TERMINATED | Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ = Transters Total | Felony (Misdemeanor | Other’ 

8TH 2,267 2,180 1,768 379 43 26 51 1,669 1,427 120 12 
AR,E 247 240 226 fe 3 7 156 144 10 2 
AR,W 160 152 109 39 7 1 71 60 10 1 
lA,N 101 97 88 9 3 1 109 104 4 1 
IA,S 112 106 103 2 1 3 3 86 86 
MN 284 277 258 7 2 2 5 211 197 12 2 
MO,E 303 290 275 13 2 8 5 215 210 5 
MO,W 500 493 214 260 19 7 327 267 60 
NE 185 177 162 13 8 191 176 1 4 
NO 152 142 134 4 4 3 7 76 71 3 2 
SO 213 206 189 "1 6 : 7 117 112 5 

9TH 9,092 6,918 5,565 3,217 136 47 127 11,298 8,514 2,677 107 
AK 293 280 135 140 5 2 1 120 68 50 2 
AZ 1,298 1,286 885 394 7 1 11 1,164 1,080 82 2 
CA,N 577 556 332 221 3 7 14 893 611 280 2 
CA,E 609 607 351 234 22 . 2 666 452 201 13 
CA,C 991 965 913 45 7 5 21 2,270 2,164 94 12 
CA.S 1,212 1,195 939 188 68 2 15 2,576 2,265 257 54 
HI 1,359 1,352 148 1,203 1 2 5 1,475 151 1,324 
iD 104 100 80 16 4 4 69 61 7 1 
MT 219 213 193 17 3 5 1 166 155 10 1 
NV 333 324 302 22 : 7 2 467 449 13 5 
OR 531 526 503 16 7 5 479 464 14 1 
WA,E 449 415 402 11 2 12 22 246 231 9 6 
WA,W 985 970 264 700 6 1 14 610 276 327 7 
GUAM 113 110 101 8 1 3 89 80 8 1 
MR! 19 19 17 2 : : 8 7 1 

10TH 2,414 2,329 1,741 569 19 27 58 1,743 1,536 198 9 
CO 399 388 302 86 : 11 351 26” 82 2 
KS 316 298 207 89 2 8 10 228 220 7 1 
NM 595 576 518 49 9 12 7 566 551 14 1 
OK,N 166 161 160 1 1 4 108 106 2 
OK,E 67 62 57 4 1 3 2 33 33 
OK,W 476 465 189 275 1 1 10 149 91 58 
UT 296 282 226 51 5 2 12 235 202 31 
wy 99 97 82 14 1 2 73 66 4 3 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


PENDING OCT. 1, 1991 COMMENCED 


| | | ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | | 
Circuit and District | 
| Total | 
| TOTAL" Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced |__ Total Felony | Misdemeanor Other? | Reopens’ Transfers 
11TH 4,776 4,647 201 28 6,458 6,279 
AL,N 102 95 7 : 373 362 
AL,M 154 124 30 : 402 393 
AL,S 204 202 2 : 258 242 
FL,N 232 218 12 2 282 275 
FL.M 719 701 15 3 941 891 
FL,S 2,575 2,514 46 15 1,186 1,143 
GA,N 435 411 17 7 536 502 
GA,M 202 169 32 1 2,047 2,044 
GA,S 153 113 40 ° 433 427 


one 
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Table D-1. Cases (Continued) 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
| ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | | 
Circuit and District | | | | | 
TOTAL | | | 
| TERMINATED Total | Felony Misdemeanor | Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers | _—_‘Total | Felony (Misdemeanor | Other’? 
11TH 6,037 5,879 3,465 2,388 26 ad 114 5,197 
AL,N 347 343 276 65 2 1 3 128 
AL,M 381 362 190 172 6 13 175 
AL,S 238 224 218 6 9 5 224 
FL,N 253 243 214 29 : . 10 261 
FL,M 855 808 763 4) 4 1 36 805 
FL,S 1,163 1,127 1,110 15 2 "1 25 2,598 
GA,N 474 458 388 55 15 5 1 497 
GA,M 1,946 1,939 139 1,797 3 1 6 303 
GA,S 380 375 167 208 ° ° 5 206 


' REVISED. 
2PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO A DISTRICT JUDGE 
? INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS 
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Table D-1. 
U.S. District Courts - Criminal Defendants Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit and District 


DC 


3RD 


PAE 
PAM 
PAW 


4TH 


NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 


VA,E 

VA,W 
WV,N 
WV,S 


PENDING OCT. 1, 1991 


a hamarnerennsnatant - _- —e 
____ TOTAL" Felony | Misdemeanor 
59,426 53,534 5,571 321 
893 813 80 ° 
1,598 1,560 31 7 
169 159 10 ° 
687 670 10 7 
97 95 2 
141 133 8 
504 503 1 - 
7,820 7,262 515 43 
437 432 5 
478 364 111 3 
3,125 3,000 119 6 
3,098 2,825 241 32 
464 431 31 2 
218 210 8 
3,362 3,199 155 8 
81 74 6 1 
1,051 934 115 2 
1,351 1,345 6 
271 248 18 5 
255 253 2 
353 345 8 
5,363 4,282 1,064 17 
754 625 120 9 
363 347 16 
346 343 3 
707 692 14 1 
809 767 42 
1,527 665 858 4 
371 37 2 2 
195 192 3 ae 
291 284 6 7- OY 


Total 


776 


1,649 
192 
537 
133 
222 
565 


5,432 
312 
728 

1,932 

1,749 
562 
149 


3,622 
160 
1,136 
1,189 
425 
399 
313 


_ ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


53,260 


__Felony _ 


__ COMMENCED 


13,671 


75 


_Misdemeanor | Other? | Re 


—-~ on -— 


ND WO — 


—-~ WwW, WN W 


s" | Transfers 


ea 


21 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | T a T 
Circuit and District | 
TOTAL 
TERMINATED Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers | Total §§ | Felony {Misdemeanor Other? _ 

TOTAL 62,470 61,081 47,315 13,264 §02 361 1,028 65,624 58,810 6,409 405 
DC 780 769 684 85 - 7 4 889 803 86 - 

1ST 1,536 1,513 1,466 40 7 14 a 1,711 1,679 27 5 
ME 203 197 183 11 3 3 3 158 148 10 : 
MA 431 424 406 16 2 3 4 793 779 9 5 
NH 116 113 107 5 1 1 2 114 114 - 
RI 198 197 197 - 1 165 157 8 - 
PR 588 582 573 8 1 6 - 481 481 - - 

2ND 4,519 4,467 3,736 701 30 12 40 8,733 8,148 542 43 
CT 366 361 349 11 1 2 3 383 370 13 - 
NY,N 727 716 340 374 2 3 8 479 389 88 2 
NY,E 1,655 1,649 1,548 95 6 2 4 3,402 3,255 142 5 
NY,S 1,207 1,181 1,053 107 21 5 21 3,640 3,342 264 34 
NY,W 408 406 309 97 - - 2 618 586 30 2 
VT 156 154 137 17 - - 2 211 206 5 - 

3RD 3,339 3,296 3,039 246 1 3 40 3,645 3,464 178 3 
DE 167 162 136 25 1 - 5 74 72 2 - 
NJ 1,020 1,004 843 159 2 2 14 1,167 1,024 140 3 
PA,E 1,114 1,104 1,097 5 2 - 10 1,426 1,412 14 - 
PA.M 384 378 337 35 6 - 6 312 306 6 : 
PA,W 346 341 335 6 4 308 306 2 - 
Vi 308 307 29° 16 1 358 344 14 . 

4TH 8,652 8,388 5,246 3,098 da 57 207 5,78¢ 4,621 1,153 15 
MD 871 844 547 286 11 13 14 736 609 118 Q 
NC,E 1,315 1,296 434 859 3 7 12 387 369 18 - 
NC,.M 495 463 452 1 - 22 10 328 324 4 - 
NC,W 841 824 722 101 1 2 15 850 824 25 1 
SC 884 840 750 86 4 5 39 986 936 49 1 
VA,E 2,915 2,870 1,154 1,699 17 3 42 1,570 642 925 3 
VA,W 525 522 488 32 2 1 2 363 358 4 1 
WV,N 256 254 252 2 - 2 - 304 301 3 
WV,S 550 475 447 22 6 ; 73 265 258 7 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


PENDING OCT. 1, 1991 


COMMENCED 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


Circuit and District 
Total 
TOTAL' Felony | Misdemeanor Other? Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other? Reopens’ | Transfers 

STH 7,912 7,136 695 81 8,517 8,374 7,506 717 151 24 119 
LA,E 572 548 16 8 695 682 646 24 12 6 7 
LA,M 35 32 1 2 57 56 55 1 - - 1 
LA,W 336 280 33 23 335 332 275 46 11 - 3 
MS,N 61 59 1 1 201 200 195 5 - - 1 
MS,S 285 276 9 - 416 409 364 42 3 5 2 
TX,N 951 907 17 27 1,583 1,554 1,432 24 98 2 27 
TX,E 244 236 8 - 515 508 489 18 1 2 5 
TX,S 3,690 3,302 377 11 2,418 2,365 2,165 188 12 4 4g 
TX,W 1,738 1,496 233 9 2,297 2,268 1,885 369 14 5 24 

6TH 4,220 3,931 283 6 5,629 §,516 4,874 625 17 12 101 
KY,E 330 328 2 - 402 380 371 8 1 2 20 
KY,W 399 256 142 1 594 590 299 289 2 - 4 
MIE 1,050 1,004 44 2 1,194 1,179 1,116 59 4 6 Q 
MI,W 220 214 6 : 265 260 245 13 2 : 5 
OH,N 506 495 10 1 743 731 725 4 2 1 1 
OH,S 516 490 26 624 604 532 69 3 - 20 
TN,E 279 270 s) 696 676 619 56 1 20 
T™N,M 309 271 36 2 374 366 258 107 1 3 5 
™N,W 611 603 8 737 730 709 20 1 7 

7TH 2,988 2,809 174 5 3,258 3,214 2,797 412 § 8 36 
IL,N 1,711 1,611 98 2 1,121 1,106 1,023 83 3 12 
IL,C 294 276 17 1 396 392 324 68 4 
IL,S 222 211 11 379 371 320 51 - 8 
IN,N 226 213 13 - 365 359 319 39 1 1 5 
IN,S 182 158 23 1 425 422 272 147 3 3 
WIE 288 282 5 1 408 406 387 18 1 2 
WI,W 65 58 7 164 158 152 6 4 e 


@°:" 
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Table D-1, Defendants (Continued) 
TERMINATED | PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | 
Ciroult and District | 
TOTAL 
TERMINATED Total Felony Misdemeanor = Other’ Reopens’ Transiers Total Felony (Misdemeanor | Other’ 

6TH 6,297 6.071 7,008 030 127 a4 192 6,192 7,607 564 121 
LAE 791 9 650 46 16 1 ? 536 62) 4 ’ 
LAM 62 82 61 40 a7 2 
LAW 942 939 267 46 26 2 929 267 a4 K 
MS.N 182 176 173 A ! 4 80 ‘9 ! 
MS.S 976 364 920 a 4 " ' 926 306 20 
TX,N 1,280 1,296 1147 44 46 b 38 1,254 1,162 ? 85 
TE 420 407 962 24 3 10 339 43) ? 
Tx,S 2,588 2,55) 2,177 966 19 b a1 3,620 9,25) 259 10 
Tx.W 2.267 2,23) 1,820 986 16 2 a4 1,768 1,693 227 4 

6TH 6,326 5,198 4,426 760 22 43 84 4,624 4,283 230 "1 
KY,E 459 446 430 14 10 4 273 267 6 
KY,W 600 596 250 995 2 { 3 393 287 103 3 
Mie 966 943 868 69 6 9 14 1,278 1,240 36 2 
Mi.W 276 270 250 18 2 6 209 203 6 , 
OM.N aL 70! 676 20 ‘ 3 ’ 538 §31 5 2 
On,S 696 680 605 13 2 5 1 444 416 27 1 
TNE 532 519 436 82 13 443 438 ‘ 
TN.M 448 422 300 120 2 14 12 235 203 30 2 
TN.W 637 622 602 19 15 aL 698 13 

7TH 2,976 2,018 2,485 421 12 8 50 3,270 3,084 181 . 
iL,N 1,020 1,000 905 94 4 16 181% 1,723 88 , 
iL,C 414 399 343 54 2 15 276 247 29 
iL,S 317 315 262 48 5 , 2 284 272 12 
INN 279 272 237 34 , 6 912 293 19 
IN.S 410 404 249 153 2 6 197 176 19 2 
Wie 390 387 358 29 , 3 306 299 5 2 
Wwiew 146 141 131 i) 1 3 2 83 74 9 


Q~ 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 
PENDING OCT, 1, 1991 COMMENCED 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
Ciroult and District 
Total 
TOTAL' Felony | Misdemeanor Other’ Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’) Transfers 

6TH 1,067 1,626 120 "1 3,261 3,207 2,780 388 30 12 62 
ARE 193 186 6 1 373 361 344 14 3 1 "1 
AR,W 69 55 9 5 219 216 71 44 1 2 1 
\A,N 126 119 7 . 164 159 150 8 1 1 4 
iA,S 120 120 . . 187 185 162 2 1 1 1 
MN 313 307 4 2 429 422 390 30 2 ? 
MOE 292 286 6 . 428 4\7 408 8 1 6 5 
MO,W 370 288 79 3 718 708 452 240 16 10 
NE 235 230 5 . 310 290 257 27 6 20 
NO 82 82 . . 187 184 173 7 4 1 2 
18) 167 163 4 . 266 265 253 8 4 1 
eTH 13,013 10,852 2,060 101 14,605 14,308 9,083 4,108 187 48 189 
) AK 158 84 72 2 377 373 234 136 3 1 3 
rs Az 1,481 1,413 67 ' 2,224 2,180 1,742 432 b 4 40 
CA,N 1,259 979 278 2 826 811 567 24) 3 3 12 
CAE 723 578 139 6 990 984 638 317 29 : 6 
CA,C 2,740 2,624 105 1 1,819 1,760 1,706 47 7 1 58 
CAS 2,951 2,711 176 64 2,499 2,479 2,070 333 76 2 18 

HI 1,249 230 1,019 : 1,744 1,737 219 1,518 . 
ID 81 71 9 1 146 146 118 22 6 . 
MT 217 209 5 3 390 373 356 15 2 10 7 
NV 606 592 12 2 700 686 660 21 5 5 9 
OR 675 653 17 5 706 701 682 16 3 : 5 
WA,E 245 239 5 1 450 432 416 9 7 13 5 
WwA,W 525 371 152 2 1,540 1,516 403 1,073 40 . 24 
GUAM 91 86 4 1 165 163 146 17 . 2 . 
NMI 12 12 ; : 29 27 26 1 : : 2 
10TH 2,125 1,048 164 13 3,490 3,403 2,791 593 19 26 61 
co 434 413 21 : 702 683 519 154 10 : 19 
KS 283 259 22 2 400 383 310 73 7 10 
NM 656 641 10 5 915 902 865 35 2 "1 2 
OK,N 169 167 2 . 204 195 194 1 : 4 5 
OK,E 63 60 3 . 89 87 85 2 2 
OK,W 185 114 A : 557 546 288 258 11 
UT 258 222 33 3 463 452 396 50 6 2 4 
wy 77 72 2 3 160 155 134 20 1 5 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
Circuit and District | 
TOTAL 
| TERMINATED Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transters Total Felony |Misdemeanor | Other’ 

6TH 3,042 2,063 2,602 405 46 31 58 2,106 2,061 132 13 
ARE 351 343 328 12 3 . 8 215 201 12 2 
AR,W 168 178 131 43 9 1 100 89 10 1 
lA,N 182 147 137 10 3 2 138 133 4 1 
IA,S 173 166 163 2 1 4 3 134 134 
MN 440 433 408 23 2 2 5 302 285 15 2 
MO,E 392 377 362 13 2 10 5 328 323 5 
MO,W 620 611 332 260 19 9 468 407 61 
NE 265 256 232 22 2 . 9 280 261 15 4 
ND 178 167 159 4 4 3 8 91 83 5 3 
SD 283 275 250 16 9 8 140 135 5 

OTH 12,153 11,046 8,254 3,543 148 63 146 16,466 12,560 2,760 155 
AK 381 363 214 144 2 16 154 95 57 2 
AZ 1,826 1,811 1,385 419 7 1 14 1,879 1,784 93 2 
CA,N 752 730 488 239 3 7 15 1,333 1,042 289 2 
CA,E 805 800 528 250 22 3 2 908 688 206 14 
CA,C 1,452 1,424 1,367 50 7 5 23 3,107 2,991 104 12 
CA,S 1,822 1,804 1,484 244 76 3 15 3,628 3,285 278 65 
HI 1,431 1,417 209 1,207 1 8 6 1,562 232 1,330 
10 129 125 101 18 6 . 4 98 88 9 1 
MT 349 337 310 23 4 8 4 258 247 10 1 
NV 551 537 512 25 . 10 4 755 735 14 6 
OR 742 736 709 20 7 . 6 639 623 15 1 
WA,E 449 415 402 1 2 12 22 246 231 9 6 
WA,W 1,280 1,265 381 878 6 1 14 785 406 337 42 
GUAM 151 148 133 13 2 3 . 105 96 8 1 
NMI 33 33 31 2 . . ° 8 7 1 

10TH 3,169 3,068 2,443 596 29 32 69 2,446 2,228 207 1 
co 591 577 477 92 8 14 545 455 88 2 
KS 384 365 273 90 2 9 10 299 291 7 1 
NM 823 799 729 61 9 14 10 748 730 17 1 
OK,N 235 229 228 1 . 1 5 138 136 
OK,E 105 98 91 5 2 4 3 47 47 . 
OK,W 542 530 254 275 1 2 10 200 142 58 : 
UT 367 350 290 54 6 2 15 354 319 31 4 
wy 122 120 101 18 1 2 115 108 4 3 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 
PENDING OCT, 1, 1901 COMMENCED 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | 
Circuit and District | | 
Total 
TOTAL' Felony | Misdemeanor Other’ Commenced Total Felony Misdemeanor | Other’ | Reopens’ | Transters 

11TH 6,176 7,016 230 20 9,331 0,126 6,670 2,538 18 33 172 
AL,N 126 119 7 548 537 446 88 3 1 10 
AL,M 201 71 30 : 517 507 300 207 4 6 
AL,S 352 350 2 537 519 514 5 8 10 
FLLN 402 387 12 3 492 485 457 27 1 7 
FL,M 1,363 1,344 16 3 1,611 1,560 1,518 39 3 7 44 
FL.S 4,424 4,339 70 15 1,016 1,862 1,834 27 1 9 45 
GA,N 707 680 20 7 907 862 787 66 9 4 4) 
GA,M 329 295 33 1 2,223 2,220 406 1,813 1 . 3 
GA,S 271 231 40 ° 580 574 308 266 : : 6 
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Table D-1. Defendants (Continued) 


TERMINATED PENDING SEP. 30, 1992 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS | 


Circult and District 


TOTAL 
TERMINATED Total Felony Misdemeanor Other’ Reopens’ | Transfers Total Felony (Misdemeanor | Other’ 

11TH 8,742 8,495 6,029 2,440 26 57 190 8,764 8,302 349 23 
AL,N 501 497 406 89 2 1 3 173 165 7 1 
AL.M 508 482 307 175 ° 9 17 210 149 61 . 
AL,S 412 381 373 8 ° 13 18 477 472 5 
FLN 453 440 409 31 . . 13 44) 425 12 4 
FL.M 1,482 1,409 1,359 46 4 1 62 1,492 1,477 13 2 
FLS 2,066 2,004 1,984 18 2 17 45 4,274 4,182 78 14 
GA,N 731 708 630 63 15 5 18 883 856 25 2 
GA,M 2,061 2,054 252 1,799 3 1 6 491 441 50 . 
GA,S 528 520 309 211 : ° 8 323 225 98 


' REVISED. 
*PRIMARIL Y PETTY OFFENSES ASSIGNED TO A DISTRICT JUDGE. 
9 INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATE JUDGES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS. 
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Table D-2. 


Criminal Cases Commenced by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers) 


During the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1988 through 1992 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 


TOTAL 


PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 
INFORMATION—OTHER 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 
CONSENT BEFORE U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 
VIOLATION NOTICE 
OTHER 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


HOMICIDE TOTAL 
MURDER 1ST DEGREE 
MURDER 2ND DEGREE 
MANSLAUGHTER 


ROBBERY, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
OTHER 


ASSAULT 


BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
OTHER 


1988 


43,280 


23,243 
4,371 
9,686 

35 
22 
123 
100 
108 


149 


1,237 
1,159 


1989 


45,733 


24,050 
§,423 
10,216 
44 

22 

107 
153 
148 
5,349 
69 

150 


1,374 
1,297 


1990' 


1991! 


1992 


47,472 


28,560 
6,295 
8,669 

4) 
28 

46 
102 
98 
3,350 
38 

49 
194 


Percent Change’ 
1992 over 1991 


2.4 


6b% 


Table D-2. Cases (Continued) 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 


LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 
OTHER 


EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
OTHER 


FRAUD, TOTAL 
INCOME TAX 
LENDING INSTITUTION 
POSTAL 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
SOCIAL SECURITY 
FALSE PERSONATION 
NATIONALITY LAWS 
PASSPORT FRAUD 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 
OTHER 


AUTO THEFT 


FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 
POSTAL FORGERY 
OTHER FORGERY 
COUNTERFEITING 


SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL 


SEXUAL ABUSE 
OTHER 


| 


1988 


1989 


3,461 
136 
541 
203 

1,806 
191 
584 


2,071 
967 
464 
640 


7,014 
1,006 
1,068 
1,135 
77 

54 
202 
30 
140 
288 
1,621 
1,393 


217 


1,526 
54 

93 
914 
465 


347 
192 
155 


1990' 


3,215 
129 
433 
239 

1,613 
205 
596 


2,023 
918 
42) 
684 


7,279 
976 
1,144 
1,101 
20 

41 
297 
41 
170 
284 
1,758 
1,447 


1,370 
60 

89 
756 
465 


417 
206 
211 


1991! 


3,420 
145 
360 
271 

1,863 
214 
567 


1,929 
888 
425 
616 


7,049 
922 
1,359 
983 
15 

42 
249 
60 
98 
236 
1,512 
1,568 


212 


1,213 
36 

64 
656 
457 


460 
279 
181 


1992 


Percent Change’ 
1992 over 1992 


5.1 
55.9 


3.0 
5.6 
- 0.5 


Table D-2. Cases (Continued) 


Percent Change’ 
Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1968 1980 1900" 1001! 1902 1902 over 1002 
DAUG LAWS, TOTAL 10,603 12,342 11,647 11,064 12,833 7.4 
MARIJUANA 3,299 3,883 3,451 3,488 4,073 16.8 
NARCOTICS 6,181 7,375 7,099 7,299 6,936 - 6.0 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 1,033 976 876 1,053 1,728 64.1 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES 90 106 121 114 96 - 15.8 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 11,065 12,391 12,712 12,048 12,617 - 26 
BRIBERY 215 228 224 272 223 - 16.0 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 7,939 8,150 8,072 7,120 6,836 - 4.0 
ESCAPE? 912 867 844 727 626 » 13.9 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 374 363 366 422 508 20.4 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 93 96 151 106 131 23.6 
KIDNAPPING 65 63 59 64 75 17.2 
PERJURY 110 132 116 140 81 - 42.2 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 2,081 2,256 2,705 3,854 3,917 1.6 
OTHER 176 236 175 243 220 - 9.5 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 1,736 2,044 2,371 2,167 2,090 - 3.6 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 7 3 9 4 17 325.0 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2,072 2,085 2,239 2,513 2,432 - 3.2 
AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 306 273 279 354 341 - 37 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 76 78 62 70 63 - 10.0 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 37 63 80 57 86 50.9 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 38 59 28 57 23 - 59.7 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 64 39 50 43 25 - 41.9 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 90 121 101 100 209 109.0 
CIVIL RIGHTS* 80 73 74 90 69 - 23.3 
CONTEMPT 61 150 110 95 52 - 45.3 
CUSTOMS LAWS 126 123 142 104 97 - 67 
POSTAL LAWS 217 199 217 198 206 4.0 
OTHER 977 907 1,096 1,345 1,261 - 63 


' REVISED 


* PERCENT CHANGE 1S COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 
* INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 
* THESE INCLUDE DEFENDANTS REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE Civil RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443 
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Table D-2. 


Criminal Defendants Commenced by Major Offense (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1988 through 1992 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1988 1989 
TOTAL 59,8610 62,971 
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 38,214 39,679 
INFORMATION—INDICTMENT WAIVED 5,014 6,221 
INFORMATION—OTHER 10,278 10,698 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 44 52 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 22 22 
REOPENED/REINSTATED 143 133 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 101 161 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 127 174 
CONSENT BEFORE U.S. MAGISTRATE JUDGE 5,611 5,533 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 88 77 
RETRIAL—REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 168 221 
VIOLATION NOTICE : ° 
OTHER 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


HOMICIDE TOTAL 206 252 
MURDER 1ST DEGREE 100 152 
MURDER 2ND DEGREE 43 54 
MANSLAUGHTER 63 46 

ROBBERY, TOTAL 1,449 1,609 
BANK 1,348 1,513 
POSTAL 35 29 
OTHER 66 67 

ASSAULT 645 629 

BURGLARY—BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 129 144 
BANK 30 15 
POSTAL 32 28 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS : 3 
OTHER 67 98 

s) é ~ 
cy & 


1990' 


1991! 


2,339 
2,250 


721 


Percent Change2 
1992 over 1991 


5.7 

43 
- 5.6 
- 26.2 
490.0 
- 39.8 
- 15,7 
- 37.0 
- 03 
- 25.0 
- 63.9 
- 47.0 


- 20.2 
- 29.6 
10.0 
5.6 


23.4 
23.4 
61.8 
- 10.5 


- 10.2 

7.0 
- 22.9 
150.0 
- 33.8 
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Table D-2. Defendants (Continued) 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 


+ er ee ~ ee pom eee eee ere = — 


LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
OTHER U.S, PROPERTY 


TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY 


OTHER 


EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 
BANK 
POSTAL 
OTHER 


FRAUD, TOTAL 
INCOME TAX 
LENDING INSTITUTION 
POSTAL 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
SOCIAL SECURITY 
FALSE PERSONATION 
NATIONALITY LAWS 
PASSPORT FRAUD 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 
OTHER 


AUTO THEFT 


FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL 
TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES 
POSTAL FORGERY 
OTHER FORGERY 
COUNTERFEITING 


SEX OFFENSES, TO7 AL 
SEXUAL ABUSE 
OTHER 


1968 


~3 


1969 


1900" 


1901! 


1902 


Percent Change’ 
1992 over 1901 
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Table D-2. Defendants (Continued) 


Percent Change’ 


Nature of Proceedings and Offense 1988 1989 1990' 1991" 1992 1992 over 1991 
DRUG LAWS, TOTAL 19,990 22,998 22,075 23,578 25,033 6.2 
MARIJUANA 5,592 6,006 5,815 6,020 6,869 14.1 
NARCOTICS 12,446 14,993 14,449 15,418 14,846 - 37 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 1,727 1,754 1,626 1,967 3,153 60.3 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES 225 245 185 173 165 - 46 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 13,083 13,378 13,904 15,036 14,411 - 4.2 
BRIBERY 302 301 302 394 315 - 20.1 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 8,097 8,292 8,240 7,752 7,067 - 88 
ESCAPE? 961 931 909 780 686 - 12.1 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 640 603 686 764 946 23.8 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 246 271 315 303 358 18.2 
KIDNAPPING 92 93 76 122 136 11.5 
PERJURY 134 144 145 163 98 - 39.9 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 2,417 2,495 3,052 4,425 4,561 3.1 
OTHER 194 248 179 333 244 - 26.7 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,339 2,759 3,062 2,663 2,565 - 3.7 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 11 3 13 8 27 237.5 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 2,985 3,053 3,237 3,453 3,503 1.4 
AGRICULTURE/CONSERVATION ACTS 468 419 385 460 517 12.4 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 156 150 129 100 114 14.0 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 73 85 104 94 155 64.9 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 56 121 71 88 38 - 56.8 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 91 49 69 53 33 - 37.7 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 191 212 162 145 262 80.7 
CIVIL RIGHTS* 119 96 113 141 106 - 24.8 
CONTEMPT 67 159 119 106 64 - 39.6 
CUSTOMS LAWS 180 246 213 141 149 5.7 
POSTAL LAWS 233 216 231 204 218 6.9 
OTHER 1,351 1,300 1,641 1,921 1,847 - 3.9 
' REVISED. 


? PERCENT CHANGE |S COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 
3 INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 


‘THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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Table D-3. 
Criminal Cases Commenced (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


S sepecpemmeetniadinneeatietaes __ GENERAL OFFENSES aimee 
Weapons Forgery 
Circuit and District and and 
Total | Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms Counterfeiting 

TOTAL 47,472 77 1,025 618 119 3,504 1,682 7,374 3,017 1,106 
oc 534 3 1 2 1 27 8 57 62 52 

18T 1,028 1 41 15 2 a4 50 216 97 27 
ME 148 4 3 2 5 12 27 21 3 
MA 309 22 3 20 14 89 37 
NH 79 3 1 2 7 23 14 7 
RI 149 1 2 3 10 31 15 3 
PR 343 - 11 6 14 7 46 10 13 

2ND 3,693 6 94 78 3 218 176 765 200 88 
CT 228 - 10 - : 8 22 83 32 3 
NY,N 540 7 57 35 15 68 21 7 
NY,E 1,302 4 19 4 1 79 36 250 58 35 
NY,S 1,037 2 29 9 2 71 77 272 51 34 
NY,W 382 - 26 1 22 24 71 25 7 
vT 104 - 3 2 3 2 21 13 2 

3RO 2,334 23 111 36 12 178 169 607 200 115 
DE 111 - 3 1 - 12 3 23 10 1 
NJ 788 31 1 78 74 241 45 74 
PAE 627 2 36 2 1 44 34 149 66 20 
PA,M 276 1 5 3 1 18 10 58 4) 8 
PA,W 277 14 1 17 35 87 20 9 
Vi 255 20 22 18 10 9 3 49 18 3 

4TH 6,436 11 242 83 25 634 257 742 623 133 
MD 644 - 29 14 2 151 33 107 40 12 
NCE 1,158 1 24 9 12 147 13 55 45 23 
NC.M 293 48 3 4 14 21 37 72 4 
NC,W 508 : 80 5 3 18 10 65 65 16 
SC 634 2 41 3 1 52 39 113 72 45 
VA,E 2,344 7 11 43 3 234 106 255 184 20 
VA,W 272 - 3 2 3 21 30 74 6 
WV,N 231 - 2 2 5 11 26 2 
WV,S 352 1 6 2 13 4 69 45 5 

. 
9 J 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


~  @ENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


Circuit and District | Other 
Controlled | Drug Related immigration | Agricultural Postal 
= = |__Marijuana | Narcotics | Substances | Statutes | Traffic __Escape Other | laws | Acts | __iLaws’ =| Other 

TOTAL 4,073 6,936 1,728 96 6,836 626 1,836 2,090 341 206 1,902 
DC 4 272 1 2 : 1 13 2 1 - 15 

18T 41 240 13 6 3 8 40 122 3 6 53 
ME 17 28 1 - - 3 6 11 1 2 1 
MA 5 48 8 3 3 1 24 8 - - 23 
NH 4 6 ° 3 - 1 5 1 1 1 
RI 5 62 3 . - . 4 8 - - 2 
PR 10 96 1 : - 3 1 94 1 4 26 

2ND 79 756 347 4 132 33 190 131 6 46 241 
CT 4 23 - - 1 4 18 3 1 3 13 
NY,N 30 58 10 2 128 - 34 47 - 5 16 
NY,E 9g 389 241 1 - 2 40 20 4 7 98 
NY,S 11 160 87 1 3 23 75 24 1 25 80 
NY,W 19 102 8 : : 2 19 30 - 5 21 
VT 6 24 1 - : 2 4 7 - 1 13 

3RD 47 440 63 10 14 22 115 50 5 10 117 
DE 4 41 3 - - - 4 : - - 6 
NJ 6 100 10 - 2 3 49 6 - 4 54 
PAE 16 166 26 2 2 4 24 2 - 1 30 
PA.M 12 53 14 7 6 8 13 4 - 2 12 
PA,W 6 57 6 1 - 3 5 1 - 3 12 
Vi 3 23 4 - a 4 20 37 5 - 3 

4TH $22 929 110 1 1,656 42 232 63 73 17 231 
MD 9 68 13 : 89 5 26 12 3 8 23 
NC,E 18 92 3 1 675 3 14 2 2 - 19 
NC,M 4 60 1 - - 6 7 - 2 10 
NC,W 62 64 8 7 8 4 17 3 51 1 21 
SC 37 97 16 18 9 30 4 2 2 51 
VA,E 125 229 23 - 865 7 108 42 5 3 74 
VA,W 16 77 12 - 1 3 9 4 - 11 
WV,N 25 124 11 2 - 3 14 - - 4 
WV,S 26 118 Wp. 1 2 7 6 1 18 


Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


: GENERAL OFFENSES 
| | Weapons Forgery 
Circuit and District and and 
4 Total { Homicide | Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud | Firearms | Counterfeiting 

5TH 5,548 12 87 40 14 300 182 1,061 528 94 
LA,E 444 2 7 7 - 23 16 116 31 13 

LA,M 5 : 2 : 3 5 19 3 
LA,W 223 1 - 1 39 14 55 22 1 
MS,N 135 : 2 1 - 7 6 20 18 14 
MS,S 265 4 11 1 9 12 16 54 25 10 
TX,N 984 28 7 1 68 37 221 157 13 
TX,E 321 - 8 5 2 20 14 83 77 3 
TX,S 1,546 - 8 17 - 10 23 253 75 9 
TX,W 1,979 4 21 10 2 118 21 240 120 21 
6TH 3,800 5 136 37 22 450 192 745 §02 120 
KY,E 242 : 6 : 1 13 7 35 4) 9 
KYW 475 2 16 1 215 18 55 42 5 
4 MI,E 731 2 36 3 8 32 40 163 85 22 
oa) MI,W 181 : 6 1 1 11 ‘4 53 22 5 
OH,N 475 - 27 2 1 20 39 113 103 18 
OH,S 484 - 20 2 6 88 29 115 40 14 
TN,E 489 1 15 8 : 23 22 87 81 19 
™N,M 286 20 2 23 8 48 27 13 
™N,W 437 2 4 3 4 25 15 76 61 15 
7TH 2,239 3 53 27 3 269 187 467 272 51 
IL,N 708 : 21 4 2 63 88 189 64 16 
IL,C 319 : 2 2 29 17 44 50 9 
IL,S 249 1 1 1 71 7 35 34 6 
IN,N 240 - 2 2 : 10 1 66 40 6 
IN,S 341 1 5 12 - 69 17 51 39 4 
WIE 256 1 17 5 23 7 58 36 7 
WI,W 126 - 5 1 . 4 10 24 9 3 
8TH 2,387 17 88 44 9 114 112 452 249 54 
AR,E 259 - 11 - 4 7 52 33 9 
AR,W 169 - 4 - 2 10 11 30 13 7 
1A,N 119 1 1 1 8 5 25 13 : 
1\A,S 113 : 2 ° : 2 6 26 12 4 
MN 289 1 25 5 1 9 24 62 35 10 
MO,E 321 2 19 1 1 17 24 85 54 10 
MO,W 543 2 19 1 1 26 16 58 27 6 
NE 206 1 5 4 - 12 6 57 14 1 
ND 156 5 ) f- -4 11 1 12 8 36 20 3 
SD 192 6 OS ab 21 2 14 s 21 28 4 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


GENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED | SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DRUG LAWS 
Ciroult and District | Other 
Controtied | Drug Related immigration | Agricultural Postal 
__|__Marivene | Mereotice | Substances | Statutes Trafic Eecape Other Lawes Acts Lawe' 
STH ose 762 166 " Lh 139 161 507 37 10 
LAE 12 1) 47 3 . 6 12 3) 1 
LAM 4 i) 3 . 3 . 
LAW 16 13 ” 1 1 14 4 1 
MS.N 16 25 4 2 14 1 1 
MS,S 8 26 16 1 1 16 12 "1 5 
TX.N 20 131 24 4 30 52 59 1 
TXe 10 44 6 2 7 iB 3 5 1 
Tx,8 631 167 25 3 4 61 16 291 10 1 
TX.W 338 238 52 4 80 248 32 196 4 1 
6TH 204 405 210 8 0 45 244 50 w 24 
KY.E 60 20 7 2 26 3 3 . 
KYW 27 16 6 14 1 40 . 2 
MIE 66 176 19 2 1 4 25 7 . 4 
MI.W 4 4 13 2 3 11 4 2 2 
OW,.N 17 65 1 1 . 4 27 3 3 
On,S 25 87 10 1 3 7 17 4 1 7 
TNE 44 72 8 1 2 4 70 8 1 1 
T™TN.M 8 20 5 71 6 16 2 2 1 
TN.W 8 30 141 1 4 12 14 4 
7TH 78 379 72 6 136 22 wa 24 14 18 
1L.N 1 152 4 4 8 2 28 re) 5 10 
iL,C 5 25 55 . 58 - 2 11 1 1 
iL,s 19 43 3 2 6 6 8 2 1 
INN u 38 2 . 1 4 23 1 . 
INS 26 19 7 §9 4 13 . 4 3 
wi.eé 8 55 1 4 14 3 ! 3 
wiew 10 47 2 6 1 
8TH 138 405 92 7 250 26 132 43 34 5 
ARE 30 62 16 6 11 2 4 1 
AR.W 17 10 11 1 17 17 7 2 2 
\A.N 5 35 10 2 1 2 1 
iA.S 6 30 10 4 ! 2 2 1 
MN 10 48 12 2 8 15 6 4 1 
MO.E 14 59 7 1 2 13 1 2 
MO.W 10 92 7 1 229 2 19 4 16 
NE °6 43 12 ! ' é ? ? 
ND 5 13 4 1 2 10 12 
SO 15 13 3 2 39 2 
Q°,9 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 


Weapons Forgery 
Circult and District and and 
Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms Counterfeiting 

OTH 10,760 73 713 142 22 602 330 1,214 622 77 
AK 287 11 4 57 3 36 14 1 
AZ 1,520 29 32 3 31 38 245 91 23 
CA,N 618 3 6 1 58 45 108 37 13 
CAE 751 2 54 6 4 119 66 110 30 § 
CA,C 1,140 4 259 14 2 49 73 251 64 36 
CA,S 1,717 2 62 16 § 31 13 75 37 29 
HI 1,658 1 18 7 2 43 3 28 14 2 

ID 108 4 3 7 . 6 1 16 4 
MT 236 13 1 18 1 10 1 31 23 3 
NV 423 3 53 10 1 16 7 94 37 
OR 538 1 89 8 2 25 6 71 57 s) 
WA,E 445 5 15 3 1 18 9 53 12 
WA,W 1,178 2 39 6 . 126 40 60 25 7 

GUAM 125 4 3 6 3 5 31 18 
NMI 16 : - . : 5 2 . 
10TH 2,626 16 101 61 3 267 104 388 232 48 
co 476 27 18 48 19 86 32 9 
KS 314 16 12 53 17 52 34 10 
NM 637 1 23 19 2 14 28 34 39 7 
OK,N 154 1 7 - 5 13 31 4) 4 

OK,E 59 1 1 - . 4 10 12 
OK,W 453 "1 2 106 12 49 28 4 
UT 330 1 15 9 26 9 75 26 8 
wy 102 2 1 1 1 5 2 21 20 1 
11TH 6,308 7 248 “4 3 511 185 690 430 237 
AL,N 363 1 15 6 . 32 15 71 21 35 
AL,M 397 2 8 1 - 108 10 43 32 17 
AL,S 248 - 9 1 - 10 7 43 33 17 
FL.N 275 - 16 3 . 30 9 30 39 9 
FL,M 898 1 91 7 1 41 31 192 62 54 
FL,S 1,150 1 56 10 2 19 45 144 117 54 
GA,N 506 1 35 4 : 37 48 102 40 21 
GA,M 2,044 1 9 8 - 125 14 39 58 28 
GA,S 427 - 10 4 : 109 26 28 2 

27,5 
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Table D-3. Cases (Continued) 
GENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED | SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DRUG LAWS _ as 
Circuit and District | Other 
Controlled | Drug Related immigration | Agricultural Postal 

_ Marijuane Narcotics | Substances Statutes Trafic | Escape Other | Laws Acts |  Laws' | Other 
oTH 1,688 1,061 266 18 2,206 175 306 792 104 49 341 
AK 39 31 12 . 38 1 3 3 25 1 8 
AZ 536 96 20 2 1 21 69 122 8 2 96 
CA,N 16 72 3 3 97 17 25 4 3 1 40 
CA,E 15 63 29 1 75 8 23 85 18 4 29 
CA,C 2 193 "1 5 if) 36 7 3 13 37 
CA,S 712 289 28 1 2 59 21 280 2 6 48 
HI 29 19 32 1,423 18 7 5 1 6 
iD 6 6 5 13 2 a) 5 6 1 4 
MT 21 31 8 1 3 18 16 12 15 
NV 5 60 13 18 22 24 7 1 12 
OR 50 97 41 1 27 15 28 1 
WA,E 51 57 21 3 4 5 "1 104 1 1 5 
WA,W 104 58 22 . 611 1 29 16 5 3 24 
GUAM 1 9 6 2 . 2 6 15 8 6 

NMI 1 5 . 1 1 1 
10TH 322 281 83 6 234 41 134 127 27 1 79 
co 21 72 10 4 59 11 12 16 8 7 17 
KS 22 34 . 17 4 14 8 1 7 
NM 235 58 14 2 10 43 79 10 3 6 
OK,N 3 23 3 . . 2 15 1 5 
OK,E 8 2 7 . 3 7 3 1 
OK,W 8 31 1 . 146 3 10 3 . . 24 
UT 16 53 21 2 7 4 25 17 3 . 13 
WY 9 8 8 3 8 6 6 
11TH 234 906 295 7 1,965 72 176 89 28 10 172 
AL,N 22 43 14 2 41 6 17 . . 1 21 
AL.M 11 34 8 . 93 4 10 2 10 
ALS 19 75 10 . . 3 6 . 15 
FL,N 26 52 15 1 3 11 14 . 1 17 
FL.M 66 214 40 2 16 7 37 7 1 4 24 
FLS 51 309 168 . . 20 30 64 g 1 50 
GA,N 15 102 29 1 8 5 21 17 6 . 14 
GA.M 4 51 5 . 1,647 4 23 . 12 . 1 
GA,S 15 26 6 1 157 8 17 1 1 10 


‘OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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Table D-3. 
Criminal Defendants Commenced (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit and District 


NY,N 
NY,E 
NY,S 
NY,W 
VT 


DE 
NJ 
PA,E 
PA,M 
PA,W 
VI 


MD 
NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 
SC 
VA,E 
VA,W 
WV,N 
WV,S 


18T 


4TH 


EE 


Homicide Robbery Assault 
229 2,339 721 
5 4 2 
1 64 16 
1 5 3 
29 3 

3 1 

- 1 2 
26 7 

1 126 99 
14 - 

1 1 70 
7 32 10 
3 35 16 
30 1 

- 3 2 
29 134 at 
- 3 1 
39 12 

2 40 2 
1 5 3 
- 18 2 
26 29 21 
29 303 89 
38 15 

1 37 ‘ 
56 3 

92 5 

2 55 3 
25 14 47 
3 2 

: 2 

1 7. 
. 's 


Burgiery | 


159 


a 


4,363 


27 


Larceny 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


12 


Fraud 


77 


Weapons 
and 


4,561 
77 


111 
24 
4) 
15 
18 
13 


216 


221 
100 


Forgery 
and 
Counterteiting 


1,662 


19% 


Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


Circuit and District 
eee OF 

TOTAL 6,860 
bc 7 

18T 93 
ME 26 
MA 1 
NH 13 
Ri 6 
PR 37 

2nN0 148 
CT 7 
NY,N 47 
NY,E 12 
NY,S 21 
NY,W 48 
VT 13 

3RD 110 
DE 7 
NJ 6 
PA,E 30 
PAM 51 
PA,W 12 
Vi 4 

4TH 567 
MD 10 
NCE 31 
NC,M 16 
NC,W 130 
Sc 107 
VA,E 161 
VA,W 34 
WV,N 41 
WV,S 37 


237 
477 
105 
122 

40 


2,100 
185 
202 
162 
335 
229 
423 
163 
208 
193 


NERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED 


149 


14 


~ 
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imm'gration 
Laws 


45 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


Agricultural 
Acts 


617 


no & 


~ 


12 
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Other 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
Weapons Forgery 
Circuit and District and and 
Total Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezzlement Fraud Firearms Counterteiting 

STH 8,306 13 115 63 18 418 184 1,338 665 144 
LA,E 688 2 8 10 - 28 22 156 38 26 
LA,M 56 - 2 - - 3 5 22 5 - 
LA,W 332 1 2 1 - 43 16 64 28 12 
MS,N 200 2 2 - 8 6 21 23 20 
MS,S 414 5 16 3 9 22 24 72 35 17 
TX,N 1,556 1 39 3 1 94 43 301 184 30 
TX,E 510 - 10 5 4 35 17 110 95 3 
TX,S 2,369 4 21 - 12 30 314 106 11 
TX,W 2,273 4 27 12 4 173 21 278 141 25 
6TH 5,628 6 170 42 42 400 207 991 687 178 
KY,E 382 - se) - 2 15 7 40 47 15 
KY ,W 590 - 2 17 1 217 18 83 53 6 
MI,E 1,185 3 49 5 8 46 44 218 112 43 
MI,W 260 - 8 1 3 17 16 71 27 6 
OH,N 732 - 33 2 1 26 42 159 115 21 

OH,S 604- 22 2 6 90 29 119 45 16 
™N,E 676 1 18 G - 29 22 103 85 22 
T™N,M 369 : 24 3 - 30 11 59 28 17 
™,W 730 2 5 3 21 29 18 139 75 32 
7TH 3,222 4 73 30 4 303 171 621 311 77 
IL,N 1,109 - 25 7 3 78 99 276 75 25 
iL,C 392 - 3 2 1 32 20 55 53 10 
iL,S 371 1 1 1 - 71 7 43 37 u 
IN,N 360 3 2 - 22 11 83 51 8 
IN,S 422 2 8 12 - 71 17 64 46 5 
WI,E 406 1 27 § - 25 7 74 40 16 
wi,w 162 - 6 1 - 4 10 26 4 4 
8TH 3,219 21 104 56 11 143 121 685 270 68 
AR,E 362 - 17 . 5 7 59 41 12 
AR,W 218 - 5 . 2 14 11 37 13 M4 

|A,N 160 1 2 1 1 8 5 32 13 
IA,S 186 - 2 - - 2 6 41 12 4 
MN 422 1 27 6 1 11 29 72 35 12 
MO,E 423 3 19 1 1 27 26 101 60 13 
 % 8 + &§ §&$ : & F 8 8 § 
ND 185 6 12 2 17 8 40 20 3 
SD 265 7 2 31 3 16 7 28 32 7 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


GENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DRUG LAWS 
Circuit and District | Other 
Controlled | Drug Related Immigration | Agricultural Postal 

Marijuana Narcutics | Substances Statutes Traffic Escape Other Laws Acts Laws' Other 

STW 1,607 1,702 356 23 91 162 230 766 64 10 440 
LA,E 32 211 56 3 - 7 17 32 3 - 37 
LA,M 4 9 3 - - 3 - - - 
LA,W 35 31 36 2 1 1 23 5 1 - 30 
MS,N 29 49 8 - - 2 iS) 1 - 1 19 
MS,S 12 53 39 2 - 4 27 13 21 5 35 
TX,N 76 381 39 1 4 31 77 73 - 1 171 
T™X,E 17 98 29 - 2 8 15 10 19 1 32 
TX,S 784 424 61 5 4 63 28 417 10 1 69 
TX,W 618 446 85 10 80 33 34 215 10 1 56 
6TH 507 1,041 374 10 91 $1 411 54 12 25 230 
KY,E 130 36 1 - 2 47 3 4 - 14 
KY,W 48 44 14 - 14 1 48 : 2 22 
MIE 109 382 44 4 1 4 44 7 . 5 52 
MI,W 29 14 22 2 - 3 15 1 2 2 1 
OH,N 34 180 4 1 - 4 59 4 3 44 
O4,S 59 144 18 1 3 7 19 4 1 7 12 
TN,E 64 122 13 1 2 4 130 8 1 1 41 
T™N,M 14 48 7 - 71 10 23 2 4 1 17 
™N,W 20 71 241 1 - 11 26 15 4 17 
7TH 179 810 104 10 135 22 159 15 18 150 

IL,N 1 347 8 5 8 2 59 11 6 10 64 
IL,C 16 45 74 - 58 - 2 1 1 1 8 
IL,S 60 102 6 3 6 6 10 2 1 5 
IN,N 16 77 2 1 11 4 45 1 - 23 
IN,S 51 27 13 1 52 4 13 - 4 3 29 
WIE 20 138 1 . - 4 24 3 1 3 17 
WI,W 15 74 - : - 2 6 1 - - 4 
8TH 283 742 174 11 250 28 168 87 40 6 141 
ARE 56 96 27 - - 6 11 4 5 1 15 
AR,W 24 12 15 2 17 - 20 14 2 3 18 
1A,N 8 46 25 - - 2 1 2 2 - 11 
1A,S 18 52 32 6 - 1 2 2 1 5 
MN 34 105 25 1 2 4 23 1 4 1 13 
MO,E 24 86 G 1 2 28 1 2 : 19 
MO,W 17 207 14 1 229 3 23 4 16 : 8 
NE 31 89 17 - 1 1 5 7 6 1 17 
ND Y 21 6 1 2 11 12 : - 15 
SD QF 32 28 4 : . 2 44 2 20 


element 
Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


| | GENERAL OFFENSES 
Weapons Forgery 
Clroult and District and and 
| Total | Homicide Robbery Assault Burglary Larceny Embezziement Fraud Firearms Counterfeiting 
oTw 14,416 06 173 20 726 364 1,637 677 258 
AK 374 15 4 65 3 42 14 1 
AZ 2,164 33 62 36 7 43 42 264 1 27 
CA,N 614 ? 55 6 1 63 47 138 40 21 
CAE wha 2 70 6 5 121 72 153 33 8 
CA,C 1,761 7 205 16 4 78 81 352 75 47 
CAS 2,461 2 70 16 5 39 15 116 43 36 
HI 1,744 1 2! 7 2 53 3 34 17 4 
10 146 5 4 8 . 7 in 21 4 
MI 383 13 1 19 1 12 "1 59 24 3 
NV 691 3 63 10 1 22 9 150 44 77 
OR 701 1 96 8 2 34 6 90 58 13 
WA.E 445 Ls) 16 3 1 18 9 53 66 12 
WA,w 1,516 2 48 29 167 40 90 28 4 
GUAM 165 5 3 7 4 5 4) 18 . 
NMI 27 14 2 
10TH 3,420 16 116 66 5 264 113 461 263 59 
co 683 28 19 50 21 125 36 12 
KS 390 16 13 54 18 65 36 12 
NM 913 11 31 20 2 1 28 44 47 1 
OK,N 199 1 10 7 13 39 43 4 
OK,E 89 1 2 . 4 13 16 
OK.W 546 A 2 107 18 61 31 10 
UT 454 1 17 10 9 88 33 9 
wy 156 2 1 1 3 5 2 26 21 1 
11TH 0,180 8 303 45 3 604 202 1,022 490 339 
AL,N 538 2 16 6 40 18 81 22 53 
AL.M 511 2 18 1 116 10 48 36 19 
ALS 527 - 14 2 20 7 75 35 29 
FL.N 485 . 17 3 34 9 60 46 1 
FL.M 1,567 1 105 7 1 55 33 277 65 70 
FL.S 1,871 1 67 10 2 32 48 217 137 90 
GA,N 866 1 39 4 64 56 157 53 30 
GA.M 2,220 1 12 8 132 14 62 63 33 
GA,S 574 . 15 4 11 7 45 33 4 
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Table D-3. Defendants (Continued) 


a ee — GENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES — 


TS dl SE 
Circuit and District Other 
Controlied | Drug Related immigration | Agricultural Postal 

ve ; _1_Trettig __|__Gecepe | Other | Lews | Acts Laws' | Other 

9TH 2,217 2,326 437 26 2,373 188 478 902 178 62 480 
AK 54 61 16 . 38 1 ) 3 40 4 8 
AZ 815 296 34 5 1 23 79 141 8 2 136 
CA,N 22 152 4 3 97 17 51 10 3 "1 66 
CA,E 25 152 65 1 75 9 30 90 18 S) 40 
CA,C 4 444 34 10 "1 68 156 3 13 64 
CA,S 954 573 52 1 2 66 72 344 4 6 65 
HI 37 36 52 1,423 18 22 5 1 8 
ID 9 16 10 14 3 12 5 9 1 7 
MT 49 93 10 1 3 24 18 22 20 
NV 9 151 29 - - 18 50 25 13 1 16 
OR 7 172 61 3 . 28 18 30 1 13 
WA,E 51 57 21 3 4 5 1 104 1 1 5 
WA,wW 119 101 35 718 1 31 23 42 3 30 
GUAM 1 22 7 2 . 3 8 20 8 - 11 
NMI 1 - 1 1 1 - - 

10TH 643 614 145 6 234 42 173 148 63 12 or 
co 36 178 21 4 59 1 19 16 16 8 24 
KS 42 57 18 - 17 8 17 9 1 7 
NM 391 101 29 2 1 50 94 14 3 9 
OK,N 4 43 3 2 20 4 - 6 
OK,S 4 4 14 . 3 14 3 : 1 
OK,W 16 86 1 146 3 15 5 - 24 
UT 23 123 32 2 7 4 29 17 7 - 17 
wy 22 17 17 : yg 16 : g 

11TH 638 2,097 602 19 1,066 85 292 98 36 12 278 
AL,N 48 99 31 2 61 6 18 34 
AL,M 26 y4 10 93 8 12 4 14 
AL,S 31 258 24 . 3 10 - 19 
FL,N 66 132 27 1 3 14 25 - 1 36 
FL.M 227 490 91 2 16 8 65 7 1 4 42 
FL,S 119 588 313 1 . 21 62 72 1 1 79 
GA,N 29 246 80 12 8 5 30 17 12 - 23 
GA,M 26 139 1 . 1,647 4 43 . 12 . 13 
GA,S 66 51 15 1 158 16 27 2 - 1 18 
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Table D-4. 
Criminal Defendants Disposed of by Type of Disposition and Offense 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 
ACQUITTED BY CONVICTED BY 
Total Plea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Gulity Contendere Court Jury 
TOTAL 59,644 9,384 7,769 560 1,055 50,260 44,154 476 578 5,052 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 209 47 31 2 14 162 123 - 3 36 
MURDER-FIRST DEGREE 120 31 19 2 10 89 60 - 1 28 
MURDER-SECOND DEGREE 31 8 5 - 3 23 20 - - 3 
MANSLAUGHTER 58 8 7 - 1 50 43 - 2 5 
ROBBERY 1,726 120 88 6 26 1,606 1,430 - 9 167 
BANK 1,668 107 79 6 22 1,561 1,392 8 161 
POSTAL 33 5 4 : 1 28 23 - 1 4 
OTHER 25 8 5 - 3 17 15 - - 2 
ASSAULT 650 211 167 16 28 43¢ 367 - 14 58 
BURGLARY 135 25 24 - 1 110 106 - - a 
BANK 38 2 1 - 1 36 34 - - 2 
POSTAL 31 2 2 - - 29 29 - : - 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 14 6 6 - - 8 8 : : - 
OTHER 52 15 15 - - 37 35 - - 2 
LARCENY AND THEFT 4,088 860 779 29 52 3,228 3,044 33 46 105 
BANK 280 44 30 2 12 236 228 - 1 7 
POSTAL 471 49 43 1 5 422 414 1 - 7 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 359 36 25 6 5 323 293 - 1 29 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 2,086 528 493 15 20 1,558 1,487 18 30 23 
TRANSPORT STOLEN PROP. 282 48 42 1 5 234 196 - 2 36 
OTHER 610 155 146 4 5 455 426 14 12 3 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,986 212 181 5 26 1,774 1,706 4 7 57 
BANK 867 64 58 - 6 803 788 - 3 12 
POSTAL 402 50 45 5 352 336 1 2 13 
OTHER 717 98 78 5 15 619 582 3 2 32 


L9% 


AE EE TE I EE OT En I TE ETT ETE TE aT RE TT ETE TRI NE a a ES 
Table D-4. (Continued) 


NOT CONVICTED aaa CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 
ACQUITTED BY CONVICTED BY 
Total Plea of Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Gulity Contendere Court Jury 
FRAUD 8,748 927 716 35 176 7,621 7,211 21 26 563 
INCOME TAX 1,003 81 59 ° 22 922 807 10 103 
LENDING INSTITUTION 1,582 153 116 5 32 1,429 
POSTAL 1,428 170 126 9 35 1,258 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 9 1 1 ° : 8 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 93 19 7 ° 12 74 
SOCIAL SECURITY 273 24 21 : 3 249 
FALSE PERSONATION 52 9 9 ° ° 43 
NATIONALITY LAWS 55 7 7 : : 48 
PASSPORT FRAUD 190 12 12 ° ° 178 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS 1,859 166 153 3 30 1,673 
OTHER 2,204 265 205 18 42 1,939 
AUTO THEFT 347 39 29 . 10 308 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 1,446 152 136 ° 16 1,204 
TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 51 9 9 : : 42 
POSTAL FORGERY 102 8 7 . 1 94 
OTHER FORGERY 702 90 87 . 3 612 
COUNTERFEITING 591 45 33 ° 12 546 
SEX OFFENSES 428 75 62 ° 13 353 
SEXUAL ABUSE 255 48 36 ° 12 207 
OTHER 173 27 26 ° 1 146 
DRUG LAWS, TOTAL 21,212 2,965 2,499 69 397 18,247 
MARIJUANA 5,657 917 814 15 88 4,740 
DRUGS 13,122 1,747 1,443 31 273 11,375 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 2,263 286 229 21 36 1,977 
OTHER DRUG RELATED STATUTES 170 15 13 2 155 
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Table D-4. (Continued) 


NOT CONVICTED | | CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 
ACQUITTED BY | CONVICTED BY 
Total Piea of | Nolo 
Nature of Offense Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty | Contendere = Court Jury 
MISC . GENERAL OFFENSES 13,004 2,959 2,383 369 207 10,136 8,608 362 319 846 
BRIBERY 318 26 24 1 1 292 261 ; 3 28 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 6,301 1,833 1,467 335 31 4,468 3,793 352 280 43 
ESCAPE 533 87 79 4 4 446 423 1 , 22 
EXTORT., RACKETS., THREATS 741 130 94 4 32 611 502 ; 4 105 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 268 52 47 . ‘ 216 204 : . 12 
KIDNAPPING 81 18 15 1 2 63 49 . 2 12 
PERJURY 11 28 18 1 9 83 66 . , 17 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 4,507 670 532 17 121 3,837 3,203 6 23 605 
OTHER 234 115 107 6 2 119 107 3 7 2 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,491 212 201 2 9 2,279 2,214 2 9 54 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 26 7 7 . : 19 19 . ° . 
FEDERAL STATUTES 3,058 573 466 27 80 2,485 2,193 26 49 217 
AGRICONSERV’ ACTS 410 BS 72 4 7 325 282 10 19 14 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 72 10 3 : 7 62 53 : . 9 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 81 11 10 1 ‘ 70 67 . ‘ 3 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 58 33 20 13 : 25 16 1 7 1 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 37 1 1 . . 36 35 : { . 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 1 : ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 1 ‘ ‘ 
CIVIL RIGHTS 113 40 26 . 14 73 56 . ‘ 17 
CONTEMPT 45 9 9 : . 36 28 1 2 5 
CUSTOMS LAWS 132 29 25 . 4 103 100 . : 3 
POSTAL LAWS 250 20 18 ‘ 2 230 223 2 2 3 
OTHER 1,859 335 282 7 46 1,524 1,332 12 18 162 


NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE; THEREFORE, TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF ON THIS TABLE ARE LESS 
THAN TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED ON TABLES D AND D-1. 
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TABLE D-5. 

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING 
THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1992 


Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment’ to imprisonment Probation 
6 7 13 3% 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months Thru Thru Thru Over Average Months Thru Thru Months Average 
Defendants | impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 and Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense | Rontansad oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ | Life Death Other| Total Less Months Months Over in Months‘ | Other | Only 
nenmineniiieieiiabeimesdlinemmennes a eet epee NE ET ee Yell 
TOTAL 50,260 | 32,866 4,957 3,324 8073 5,650 9,891 65.6 111 - 860 |13,408 751 2,649 2,677 7,222 32.3 109 | 3,985 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE 162 146 13 7 22 26 68 439 136.4 5) - 1 13 1 2 3 7 60.7 - 3 
FIRST DEGREE 89 80 4 1 3 16 46 200.4 9 - 1 7 . 1 2 4 65.7 . 2 
SECOND DEGREE 23 23 1 . 1 4 17 += 147.0 - . . . . . . . . 
MANSLAUGHTER 50 43 8 6 18 6 5 26.4 . . . 6 / 1 1 3 33.2 . 1 
ROBBERY 1,606 1,569 22 28 166 437 911 99.9 . - 5 33 1 2 4 26 55.1 : 4 
BANK 1,561 1,527 18 26 162 429 887 =: 100.1 . . 5 30 1 2 3 24 56 6 . 4 
POSTAL 28 27 . 2 3 5 17 = 102.1 1 . 1 36.0 
OTHER 17 15 4 . 1 3 7 69.7 2 1 1 42.0 
ASSAULT 439 299 80 39 58 74 36 42.4 - - 12 106s ‘18 34 21 33 22.8 - 34 
BURGLARY 110 106 1 8 40 22 25 49.9 - . . 4 . 1 2 1 23.0 - 
BANK 36 36 1 . 5 11 19 91.0 . - . . 
POSTAL 29 29 3 2 18 5 1 23.9 . 
INTERSTATE # 7 1 2 4 . . 15.7 . . : { : , : 1 36.0 
SHIPMENTS 
OTHER 37 34 6 4 13 6 5 35.6 - - . 3 . { 2 . 18.7 
LARCENY AND THEFT 3,228 1,085 373 234 292 94 44 22.8 2 46 1,834 260 531 325 705 26.3 13 309 
BANK 236 103 25 29 17 21 9 49.7 . 2 130 4 17 31 78 44.8 3 
POSTAL 422 206 76 59 57 6 . 11.7 . 8 214 3 "1 46 153 35.7 { 2 
INTERSTATE 323 187 45 38 67 16 17 28.7 2 2 131 2 5 24 100 39.3 5 
SHIPMENTS 
OTHER U.S. 1,558 274 130 56 50 8 3 14.8 - - 27 1,041 201 352 179 += 299 22.0 10 243 
PROPERTY 
TRANSPORT ETC, 234 183 26 23 82 38 12 33.2 - . 2 45 1 1 7 36 44.3 - 6 
STOLEN PROPERTY 
OTHER 455 132 71 29 19 5 3 11.3 . - 5 273.49 145 38 39 16.9 2 50 


TABLE D-5. (Continued) 
Other Sentences | 
Regular Sentences to Imprisonment to Imprisonment Probation | 
te en ll nt on ne — . 
6 7 13 36 6 7 13 36 | 
Total Total Months Thru Thru Thru Over Average Months Thru Thru Months Average 
Defendants | impris- or 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 and Sentence | Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months in Months’ | Life Death Other’|Totai Less Months Months Over inMonths‘ | Other Only 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,774 745 374 124 143 41 22 15.6 . - 998 31 100 233 —s«G17 34.6 17 31 
BANK 803 398 = 228 52 70 16 3 11.4 . - 29 39915 37 76 = 259 34.4 12 6 
POSTAL 352 74 42 17 9 2 2 10.3 . . 2 2717 26 89 149 32.4 ? 
OTHER 619 273 = s«(104 55 64 23 17 22.9 . . 10 3289 37 68 209 36.3 5 18 
FRAUD 7,824 4,005 1,241 811 1,245 419 136 20.5 . - 163 | 3611 68 298 727 2,481 37.3 37 208 
INCOME TAX 922 419 144 91 106 50 14 20.7 . . 14 479 s«§ 27 89 357 41.2 24 
LENDING 1,430 899 249 189 323 93 25 20.5 - 20 | 504 7 35 76 ~3=—- 367 40.1 19 27 
INSTITUTION 
POSTAL 1,258 760 137 #8 142 315 119 36 25.7 . 11 | 474 4 20 64 385 43.5 { 24 
VETERANS AND 8 2 1 1 . . : 6.5 - . 6 1 { { 3 29.0 
ALLOTMENTS 
SECURITIES AND 74 33 2 5 12 13 1 34.0 - . 41 { 3 4 33 39.1 
4 EXCHANGE 
e SOCIAL SECURITY 249 116 42 26 34 9 2 16.2 . + 3 | 129 1 8 27 91 36.7 2 a 
FALSE PERSONATION 43 21 6 5 7 2 1 17.6 - . 21 { 5 3 12 31.7 : { 
NATIONALITY LAWS 48 34 18 6 4 2 . 9.8 - 4 14 . 1 1 12 35.1 , 
PASSPORT FRAUD 178 92 53 16 6 5 1 10.9 - 1 84 6 10 24 44 28.7 . 2 
FALSE CLAIMS & 1,675 689 3658 107 111 41 6 12.4 - 66 | 920 21 88 230 570 33.6 1 66 
STATEMENTS 
OTHER 1,939 940 231 223 327 85 50 22.8 - 24 | 939» 21 100 208 607 35.5 3 60 
AUTO THEFT 308 232 4 52 116 22 5 22.1 — 3 76 4 2 13 57 50.3 . 
FORGERY AND 1,204 660 190 189 217 65 11 18.2 ros 18 | 613 6 54 163 396 35.1 4 21 
COUNTERFEITING 
TRANSPORT FORG- 42 35 4 ~ 15 7 1 24.3 . 6 : 7 . 3 2 2 22.3 
ED SECURITIES 
POSTAL FORGERY 94 46 16 10 13 6 . 17.3 + 6 1 45 . 2 4 35 38.9 . 3 
OTHER FORGERY 612 257 86 77 59 25 4 16.0 -  - 6 | 347 5 36 94 209 34.1 3 - 
COUNTERFEITING 546 322 84 64 130 27 6 19.5 . 8 11 | 214 1 13 49 150 36.4 10 
SEX OFFENSES 353 283 21 32 93 41 92 67.6 es 3 61 1 5 6 48 41.6 1 a 
SEXUAL ABUSE 207 182 13 9 66 21 70 77.6 } « 2 21 1 ' { 17 39.1 1 
OTHER 146 101 - 23 27 20 22 49.7 - « 1 40 . 4 5 31 43.0 . 5 
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TABLE D-5. (Continued) 
Type Sentence 
Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences to imprisonment’ to Imprisonment Probation 
: ' 
6 7 13 36 6 7 13 % 
Total Total Months Thru Thru Thru Over Average Months Thru Thru Months Average 
Defendants imprie of 12 35 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 and = = Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months inMonths’| Life Death Other Total Less Months Months Over inMonths’ | Other Only 
7 7 
DRUG LAWS, TOTAL 16,246 16,040 078 6320S s«3,423 3,907 7,146 678 60 . 186 (2,016 40 290 364 = 14207 38,7 5 189 
MARIJUANA 4,740 3022 800 340 1,247 819 872 499 4. 40 | 668 12 206 204 436 32.0 60 
DRUGS 11,074 10,466 364 397 1,610 2,212 6,512 09.4 60 . 110 830 16 54 122 635 42.7 4 79 
CONTROLLED 1,077 1,633 110 a4 363 368 666 93.3 7 Ks) 298 "1 27 63 206 47.6 1 45 
SUBSTANCES 
OTHER DRUG- 165 120 4 { 3 K 9 2224 9 30 2 3 5 20 36.0 5 
RELATED STATUTES 
MISCELLANEOUS 10,132 4,056 651 665 43861434 61) 1,268 64.8 17 . 229 (2.318 220 1,017 364 688 23.0 9 | 2,659 
GENERAL OFFENSES | ° 
BRIBERY 292 197 19 29 46 17 13 46.5 :, 13 160 2 1§ 31 102 39.0 5 
DRUNK DRIVING 4,468 413 195 40 4 2 4 318 , 167 |1,931 179 913 160 Ha 13.8 § | 2,724 
AND TRAFFIC 
ESCAPE 446 410 722 108 167 46 " 20.7 ) 12 34 , M 20 36.2 2 
EXTORTION 611 611 32 % 135 149 142 66.2 4 13 a9 2 5 19 63 41.2 1 
RACKETEERING 
AND THREATS 
GAMBLING AND 215 7 30 18 25 3 { 149 :, 130 18 48 64 31.5 . K 
LOTTERY 
KIDNAPPING 63 55 4 { 3 6 37 167.0 4 “ 2 2 4 31.5 
PERJURY 83 53 9 14 18 p) 2 24.3 { 29 2 ? 20 48.1 { 
WEAPONS AND 3,835 3.275 275 310 1,035 578 1,049 739 9 19 | 505 18 44 113 327 35.4 3 55 
FIREARMS 
OTHER 119 | 24 15 2 1 1 1 12.5 4 42 17 14 6 4 13.5 1 53 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,279 1,790 695 287 581 72 39 16.1 ) 116 | 459 26 31 98 281 31.2 23 30 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL 19 2 2 : , : 6.0 14 14 38. 3 
REVENUE 
FEDERAL STATUTES 2,486 e490 272—Sti«éN8SG’ 243 129 99 37.2 - 468 | 1,252 76 282 324 571 28.6 . 286 
AGRI/CONSERV 325 49 29 10 3 2 86 « 196 23 "1 54 48 21.2 80 
AcTs | 
ANTITRUST 62 13 f 2 { 12.3 : 4 17 { . 4 11 34.2 32 
VIOLATIONS | 
FOOD AND DRUG 70 10 3 4 ' 15.4 ) 2) a2 3 5 ® 6 28 | | 18 
ACT 
MIGRATORY 25 1 :, :, :, : 16.4 1 14 1 3 10 347 | 10 
BIRD LAWS | | 
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TABLE D-5. (Continued) 
Type Sentence — 
Other Sentences 
Regular Sentences to Iimprisonment' to imprisonment Probation 
6 7 % 6 7 13 36 
Total Total Months Thru Thru Thru Over Average Months Thru Thru Months Average 
Defendants | imprie- or 12 60 60 Sentence or 12 35 and Sentence Fine 
Nature of Offense Sentenced | oned Less Months Months Months Months inMonths’ | Lite Death Other’| Total Less Months Months Over in Months‘ | Other | Only 
MOTOR CARRIER 36 14 10 1 - 6.6 1 22 2 6 14 36.5 
ACT 
NATIONAL 1 1 
DEFENSE LAWS 
CIVIL RIGHTS 73 50 5 10 8 9 92.0 1 20 1 6 3 10 27.8 3 
CONTEMPT 36 23 10 3 3 16.2 1 "1 . 3 4 4 27.3 2 
CUSTOMS LAWS 103 36 16 10 3 1 14.9 1 53 2 12 10 29 37.9 15 
POSTAL LAWS 230 33 22 3 4 40.6 . 4 177 y 46 52 70 28.7 20 
OTHER 1,525 721 172 «17 111 85 37.9 2 28 | 700 36 136 169 359 29.7 104 


' INCLUDES SENTENCES OF AT LEAST 1 MONTH WHICH MAY BE FOLLOWED BY 
A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 


' EXCLUDES LIFE SENTENCES, DEATH SENTENCES ANDO OTHER (SEE 3). 


* INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, SEALED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT 


OF 4 DAYS OR LESS, AND NO SENTENCE. 


*‘ EXCLUDES OTHER (SEE 5). 


* INCLUDES SUPERVISORY RELEASE, PROBATION OF 4 DAYS OR LESS, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, 
SEALED SENT NCES, AND NO SENTENCE. 
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Table D-6. 
U.S. District Courts - Median Time Intervals from Filing To Disposition 


of Criminal Defendants Disposed of by District 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
Median’ Median‘ Median‘ | Median* TT Median* 
Circuit and District Number (Months) Number | (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

TOTAL 59,644 5.0 7,769 3.8 44,630 4.9 1,138 3 6,107 7.6 
oc 757 5.4 153 4.6 426 5.1 12 41 166 6.8 

18T 1,492 6.8 176 9.8 1,104 6.3 12 6.5 200 9.5 
ME 189 6.0 21 5.5 137 5.9 3 - 28 6.4 
MA 419 9.8 42 15.7 321 9.0 7 - 49 10.5 
NH 114 7.4 16 3.3 74 6.6 . - 24 14.1 
RI 196 5.4 4 - 140 48 1 51 7.2 
PR 574 6.5 93 12.3 432 5.8 1 48 11.6 

2ND 4,371 6.8 396 6.1 3,627 6.5 30 8.8 318 12.2 
CT 350 5.9 42 9.4 267 5.2 . 41 9.9 
NY,N 680 2.5 183 7 471 2.5 - - 26 9.1 
NY,E 1,628 7.5 44 9.2 1,438 7.3 22 7.0 124 13.0 
NY,S 1,164 7.4 102 7.4 966 7.3 7 - 89 10.9 
NY,W 396 5.8 19 9.8 355 4.7 1 21 15.9 
VT 153 11.3 6 130 10.8 17 15.3 

3RD 3,227 6.1 335 §.3 2,501 6.0 15 49 376 9.2 
DE 158 48 16 2.5 126 48 1 - 15 5.2 
NJ 996 7.0 111 10.1 794 6.5 5 - 86 10.3 
PA,E 1,074 7.1 47 2.6 874 6.9 4 149 10.9 
PA,M 367 5.5 38 3.8 297 5.5 1 . 31 10.5 
PA,W 338 5.1 46 2.9 235 5.0 . 57 6.9 
vl 294 4.7 77 6.3 175 4.1 4 - 38 5.8 

4TH 7,987 4.2 1,476 1.7 5,680 4.4 196 2 635 6.8 
MD 808 5.1 126 6.3 603 45 8 71 9.3 
NC,E 1,266 jd 351 A 851 41 7 57 7.5 
NC,M 442 5.3 84 5.0 243 5.0 3 - 112 6.1 
NC,W 735 7.6 75 4.9 602 7.6 3 55 9.6 
Sc 804 8.4 157 48 578 8.7 - - 69 10.2 
VA,E 2,708 2.2 583 4“ 1,805 2.4 172 2 148 48 
VA,W 509 6.7 25 3.4 424 6.5 2 58 8.0 
WV,N 246 5.8 30 3.9 188 5.7 - - 28 8.7 
WV,S 469 5.0 45 3.4 386 5.1 1 - 37 6.2 
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Table D-6. (Continued) 


TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
Median’ Median‘ Median’ Median‘ Median’ 
Circult and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

STH 7,020 45 1,006 5.1 5,902 43 114 4.9 727 6.6 
LA,E 715 5.4 45 8.6 598 5.1 5 - 67 6.8 
LA,M 51 3.0 6 : 43 3.1 : - 2 
LA,W 335 5.5 58 5.3 237 5.0 17 7.2 23 9.8 
MS,N 177 5.8 13 4.7 124 5.5 . - 40 6.3 
MS,S 352 5.5 70 4.6 239 5.3 . . 43 8.6 
TX,N 1,211 4.9 146 5.1 937 4.6 4 - 124 8.0 
TX,E 394 5:0 56 4.9 256 46 3 : 79 6.4 
TX,S 2,520 3.9 510 4.7 1,827 3.7 24 3.1 159 5.2 
TX,W 2,174 4.3 192 5.5 1,731 4.0 61 4.5 190 6.3 

6TH 6,074 6.0 489 6.2 3,966 6.7 66 4.6 663 a4 
KY,E 435 6.0 61 8.2 290 5.5 . - 84 6.8 
KY,W 572 4.6 84 10.4 432 43 16 1.9 40 9.5 
Mi,E 938 6.9 65 5.7 721 6.5 9 . 143 9.7 
MI,W 253 5.7 28 10.8 192 5.3 3 - 30 6.8 
OH,N 685 6.1 30 9.4 602 5.6 2 . 51 9.0 
OH,S 671 6.4 40 5.2 556 6.0 3 - 72 8.7 
TN,E 497 4.5 48 4.0 401 44 1 - 47 6.8 
TN,M 419 5.9 67 4.6 290 6.0 19 2.8 43 7.3 
TN,W 604 6.8 66 6.5 482 6.8 3 - 53 8.2 

7TH 2,641 5.9 271 43 2,192 6.7 29 11.8 6.6 
IL,N 992 7.7 55 9.3 812 7.1 17 15.6 108 10.9 
IL,C 385 5.9 34 6.8 297 5.5 4 . 50 7.9 
IL,S 311 5.5 40 5.4 215 4.6 2 . 54 7.6 
IN,N 262 6.1 14 10.2 219 5.7 . - 29 8.6 
INS 367 3.4 84 A 264 3.6 2 . 17 6.6 
Wie 382 5.7 22 4.5 273 5.7 4 83 6.1 
Wi,w 142 4.2 22 3.2 112 4.2 - . 8 

8TH 2,869 5.5 426 3.4 2,052 5.4 24 6.0 367 7.1 
AR,E 331 5.4 42 4.1 245 5.4 4 40 5.9 
AR,W 183 3.9 34 3.0 139 3.9 - - 10 4.6 
IA,N 148 8.4 14 8.5 106 8.3 3 25 10.5 
IA,S 166 4.8 24 3.4 113 4.7 1 28 5.6 
MN 430 5.9 28 5.8 317 5.7 5 80 7.4 
MO,E 376 5.7 52 3.9 262 5.6 3 59 7.3 
MO,W 564 4.2 161 1.7 365 5.3 3 35 8.3 
NE 254 7.8 32 32.9 192 7.0 1 29 11.6 
ND f 2Or 162 3.9 12 3.3 121 3.7 1 - 28 4.6 
SD 1 °* * $255 5.4 27 45 192 5.2 3 : 33 8.3 
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Table D-6. (Continued) 


TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
Median’ Median’ Median‘ Median’ Median’ 
Circult and District Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) Number (Months) 

OTH 11,740 4.6 1,807 3.4 8,089 4.5 116 43 628 7.9 
AK 347 43 74 3.5 243 44 4 26 6.6 
AZ 1,779 5.0 219 13.4 1,459 4.6 i) - 92 10.9 
CA,N 722 8.0 94 14.2 567 6.8 10 9.4 51 12.9 
CA,E 793 4.7 93 2.8 652 4.7 8 - 40 12.1 
CA,C 1,406 3.9 104 3.5 1,077 3.7 22 46 203 5.6 
CA,S 1,770 5.4 93 4.7 1,642 5.4 3 32 9.8 
HI 1,407 2.2 545 2.7 801 1.5 10 44 51 78 
ID 124 5.6 18 4.0 63 5.5 5 38 7.0 
MT 335 5.1 54 3.1 236 5.1 4 4) 6.3 
NV 526 7.9 60 15.5 380 6.6 2 84 10.8 
OR 693 6.3 48 6.2 587 6.1 6 52 7.9 
WA,E 418 4.0 107 2.7 250 4.0 7 54 6.0 
WA,W 1,255 1.7 250 1.1 930 1.7 26 1.1 49 9.3 
GUAM 138 3.2 43 1.5 83 3.8 - 12 3.4 
NMI 27 3.0 5 - 19 2.9 - 3 

10TH 3,033 4.8 470 45 2,209 46 31 48 323 7.0 
co 564 3.9 80 1.9 445 3.9 3 36 10.7 
KS 363 5.1 65 3.4 224 48 7 67 8.0 
NM 793 6.2 137 5.7 585 6.1 - 71 8.0 
OK,N 228 5.2 31 5.6 155 5.0 - 42 6.4 
OK,E 97 3.3 20 1.4 60 3.3 1 . 16 3.9 
OK,W 528 2.3 81 5.9 394 1.9 13 2.5 40 48 
UT 343 5.2 47 5.6 249 5.0 7 40 75 
wy 117 5.3 9 97 5.2 : - 11 7.4 

11TH 6,324 46 674 5.6 5,802 4.3 503 A 1,255 6.9 
AL,N 482 2.0 33 2.0 382 1.8 5 62 3.6 
AL,M 488 42 79 2.5 304 4.1 8 97 49 
AL,S 381 5.0 31 48 247 4.7 - 103 5.6 
FL,N 431 5.3 31 4.3 283 48 4 113 6.2 
FL.M 1,376 5.8 88 8.7 1,089 5.5 3 - 196 7.0 
FL,S 1,976 7.9 188 11.1 1,330 7.1 19 5.8 439 10.0 
GA,N 698 6.4 9G 8.4 496 5.9 17 45 86 9.4 
GA,M 1,978 A 66 6.3 1,383 A 442 A 87 48 
GA,S 514 41 59 4.1 378 3.0 5 72 7.4 


NOTE: DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE; THEREFORE, TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF ON THIS TABLE ARE LESS 


THAN TOTAL DEFENDANTS TERMINATED ON TABLES D AND D-1. 


"MEDIANS COMPUTED ONL Y WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS. 
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TABLE D-7. 

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF, BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION AND DISTRICT, 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 1992 


Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type Sentence 
Acquitted By Convicted By 
Circuit 
and Total Pilea of Nolo Fine 
District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only imprisonment 
TOTAL 59,644 9,384 7,769 560 1,055 50,260 44,160 472 576 5,052 3,985 32,866 
dC 757 186 183 6 27 571 426 - 6 139 8 409 
1ST 1,492 220 176 5 39 1,272 1,100 4 161 22 962 
ME 189 32 21 - 11 157 136 1 17 3 136 
MA 419 52 42 4 6 367 319 2 43 10 263 
NH 114 17 16 - 1 97 74 23 1 67 
RI 196 12 4 1 7 184 140 44 1 162 
PR 574 107 93 - 14 467 431 1 1 34 7 334 
2NO 4,371 449 396 19 34 3,922 3,603 24 1 284 181 2,510 
CT 350 42 42 - 308 266 1 - 41 4 204 
NY,N 680 188 183 492 471 21 110 247 
NY,E 1,628 64 44 14 6 1,564 1,417 21 8 118 31 1,092 
NY,S 1,164 122 102 4 16 1,042 964 2 73 10 663 
NY,W 396 24 19 1 4 372 355 17 14 196 
VT 153 g 6 - 3 144 130 - 14 7 108 
3RD 3,227 404 335 1 68 2,823 2,498 3 14 308 45 1,827 
DE 158 18 16 - 2 140 125 1 13 7 93 
NJ 996 125 111 1 13 871 794 4 73 11 493 
PA,E 1,074 72 47 - 25 1,002 873 1 4 124 10 664 
PA,M 367 45 38 - 7 322 297 1 24 11 226 
PA,W 338 51 46 - 5 287 234 1 - 52 1 179 
vi 294 93 77 . 16 201 175 . 4 22 5 172 
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TABLE D-7. (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type Sentence 
Acquitted By Convicted By 
Circuit 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 

District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court Jury Only imprisonment 

4TH 7,987 1,642 1,476 72 94 6,345 5,676 4 124 541 645 3,605 
MD 808 144 126 4 14 664 603 - 4 57 33 375 
NC,E 1,266 362 351 4 7 904 851 - 3 50 222 334 
NC,M 442 102 84 3 15 340 243 . - 97 3 297 
NC,W 735 86 75 1 10 649 601 1 2 45 25 457 
Sc 804 165 157 - 8 639 577 1 61 8 378 
VA,E 2,708 660 583 59 18 2,048 1,803 2 113 130 334 961 
VA,W 509 35 25 - 10 474 424 - 2 48 14 307 
WV,N 246 34 30 - 4 212 188 - 24 168 
WV,S 469 54 45 1 415 386 - : 29 6 328 

5TH 7,929 1,281 1,096 §2 133 6,648 5,982 10 62 594 252 4,898 
LA,E 715 61 45 - 16 654 597 1 5 51 2 417 
LA,M 51 7 6 - 1 44 43 1 33 
LA,W 335 79 58 16 5 256 237 - 1 18 4 147 
MS,N 177 18 13 - 5 159 124 . - 35 2 123 
MS,S 352 76 70 - 6 276 237 2 37 6 194 
TX,N 1,211 172 146 1 25 1,039 937 - 3 ye) 14 804 
TX,E 394 75 56 3 16 319 256 - 63 1 249 
TX,S 2,520 549 510 15 24 1,971 1,824 a) 135 18 1,477 
TX,W 2,174 244 192 17 35 1,930 1,727 4 44 155 205 1,454 

6TH 5,074 628 489 26 114 4,446 3,951 15 31 449 117 3,029 
KY,E 435 79 61 - 18 356 288 2 66 1 273 
KY,W 572 109 84 8 17 463 430 2 8 23 18 173 
MI,E 938 81 65 3 13 857 714 7 6 130 646 
MI,W 253 42 28 2 12 211 191 1 1 18 6 154 
OH,N 685 37 30 1 6 648 601 1 1 45 5 407 
OH,S 671 53 40 2 11 618 555 1 1 61 25 445 
TN,E 497 56 48 1 7 441 401 - 40 5 360 
TN.M 419 88 67 7 14 331 289 1 12 29 47 209 
T™N,W 604 83 66 1 16 521 482 2 37 2 362 
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TABLE D-7. (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type Sentence 
Acquitted By Convicted By 
Cireuit 
and Total 

District Defendants Total Dismissed Court Jury \ otal 

7TH 2,841 336 en 8 66 2,506 
IL\N ane 62 55 1 6 930 
iL,C 385 40 44 2 4 345 
iL,S 31 54 40 1 13 257 
IN.N 262 19 14 243 
IN.S 367 a4 Aa 8 273 
Wie 382 39 22 2 1§ 343 
wi,W 142 27 22 5 115 

8TH 2,869 505 426 15 64 2,364 
ARE 331 53 42 2 9 278 
AR,.W 183 37 44 3 146 
\A,N 148 21 14 3 4 127 
iA,S 166 33 24 1 A 133 
MN 430 4) 28 4 4 389 
MO,E 376 64 52 12 312 
MO,W 564 162 161 1 402 
NE 254 35 32 219 
NO 162 21 12 1 141 
SO 255 38 27 3 8 217 

9TH 11,740 1,988 1,807 42 139 9,752 
AK 347 84 74 2 8 263 
AZ 1,779 233 219 2 12 1,546 
CA.N 722 103 94 5 4 619 
CAE 793 109 93 6 10 684 
CA.C 1,406 132 104 4 19 1,274 
CA,S 1,770 95 93 2 1,675 
HI 1,407 559 545 3 11 848 
iD 124 30 18 1 1 94 
MT 335 61 54 7 274 
NV 526 95 60 1 34 431 
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TABLE D-7. (Continued) 
Not Convicted Convicted and Sentenced Type Sentence 
= ne a NE AON - —ttemtat ints ee nt nl 
Acquitted By : Convicted By 
Sh aseamaiad L enunmummnssenanneman 
Ciroult 
and Total Plea of Nolo Fine 
Diistrict Detendants Total Dismissed Court Jury Total Guilty Contendere | Court | Jury Only imprisonment 
-- > - — a. no oo + —$----—- + ~--} — -+ 
OR 693 55 48 2 5 638 586 / 4 47 "1 534 
WA.E 418 118 107 8 300 250 4 46 2 270 
WA.W 1,255 260 250 6 4 995 928 2 20 45 318 500 
GUAM 138 49 43 6 89 83 6 68 
NMI 27 5 5 22 18 1 16 
10TH 3,033 552 470 6 76 2,481 2,106 13 25 247 177 1,502 
co 564 97 AO 17 467 443 2 3 19 49 298 
KS 363 83 65 18 280 222 2 49 165 
NM 793 155 137 18 638 584 1 53 509 
OK,N 228 39 31 H 189 155 44 125 
OK,E 97 25 20 { 4 72 60 12 50 
OK,wW 528 91 81 3 7 437 386 H 10 33 103 202 
uT 343 52 47 2 3 291 249 5 37 4 167 
wy 117 10 9 { 107 97 10 5 76 
11TH 8,324 1,194 674 309 2i1 7,130 5,606 288 192 1,044 1,255 4,197 
AL,N 482 44 33 { 10 438 382 . 4 52 " 249 
ALM 488 105 79 4 22 383 304 . 4 75 6 204 
ALS 381 39 31 : H 342 247 95 271 
FLN 43) 40 31 { » 391 282 { 3 105 | "1 306 
FL.M 1,376 120 88 32 1,256 1,089 3 164 | 13 970 
FLS 1,976 297 188 16 93 1,679 1,329 3 346 | “ 1,412 
GA.N 698 110 99 3 4 588 496 14 78 | 89 362 
GAM 1,978 369 66 283 20 1,609 1,139 246 157 | 67 | 1,108 | 191 
GAS 514 70 59 1 10 444 338 40 4 | 62 | 9 | 232 
i i 


NOTE) DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN TWO OR MORE CASES THAT WERE TERMINATED DURING THIS YEAR ARE REPORTED ONLY ONCE, THEREFORE, TOTAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF ON THIS TABLE ARE LESS THAN TOTAL 
DEFENDANTS TERMINATED ON TABLES D0 AND D-! 
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TABLE D-8. 

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 

ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON SEPTEMBER 30, 1992 
BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
ean —— pe - f —_ a - — 
Forgery if Other 
Circuit Weapons; and Drug 
and Embez- and =| Counter. Controtied | Related 
District Total Homicide | Robbery Assault | Burglary | Larceny | cement | Fraud | Firearms felting | Marijuana | Narcotics | Substances | Statutes 
a - ——E +-- + ___-_-__-_ em —— + a . +. a | 

TOTAL 43,781 189 1,421 418 113 2,295 1,144 6,410 3,140 | 1,160 4,440 10,055 1,611 228 
oc 646 8 1 3 2 16 4 50 52 28 7 409 8 1 
1ST 1,014 2 36 9 . 37 31 218 64 22 60 305 7 1 

ME 126 2 1 3 6 15 15 3 27 32 2 
MA 453 1 23 3 20 12 117 45 7 16 114 10 8 
NH 68 2 2 1 26 9 4 5 7 3 

Rl 125 1 4 6 v2") 7 4 48 5 

PR 242 1 7 4 8 6 31 8 8 8 104 

% 2ND 6,318 20 99 37 3 269 139 1,033 259 162 106 1,693 261 18 

cT 256 2 8 2 8 6 78 24 5 1 62 2 
NY.N 295 6 4 14 7 42 17 8 18 54 11 2 
NYE 1,989 8 23 8 2 109 43 373 85 61 27 850 114 10 
NY,.S 2,260 7 42 16 1 128 72 448 87 84 23 764 116 5 
NY,W 362 3 17 8 8 58 30 3 16 133 6 1 

vT 156 3 2 2 3 34 16 1 11 30 2 
3RD 2,282 22 77 39 26 164 91 487 162 9k 63 616 88 16 

DE 60 1 1 1 2 10 4 1 1 30 2 
NJ 794 20 5 89 46 211 36 54 17 173 28 1 
PALE 707 4 24 2 1 33 15 146 67 17 21 256 34 8 
PA.M 212 4 3 1 6 1 33 26 4 10 54 13 7 

PAW 199 11 1 a 17 62 12 5 7 56 3 

vi 310 18 17 27 23 26 10 25 17 17 7 47 8 
4TH 3,941 10 127 $2 7 248 118 465 423 123 205 868 83 26 
MD 497 3 17 12 37 15 84 25 6 14 140 12 7 
NCE 245 12 3 14 3 29 27 15 22 82 3 1 

NC.M 223 33 1 3 7 9 30 39 8 3 56 1 
NCW 421 . 27 8 1 13 1 53 62 18 52 107 14 11 

sc 578 28 1 : 42 24 104 74 38 47 98 13 
VA.E 1,380 3 3 19 . 127 40 110 8B 28 105 139 20 4 

VA.W 223 1 3 2 . 2 r 21 61 2 16 81 6 
WV,.N 183 - - 3 - 2 3 13 19 3 1§ 94 2 2 
wv.S 191 Qn” ~- 4 3 . 4 5 21 28 5 21 71 12 1 
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TABLE D-8. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and immigration Agricultural Posw 

District Laws Act Lawe* Other 
TOTAL 1,869 204 139 2,076 

oc 2 ) - 18 
18T 60 3 2 63 

ME 8 1 1 3 
MA 8 27 
NH 2 1 
RI 4 1 2 
PR 28 1 1 20 
2N0 116 6 46 326 

cT 6 1 1 10 
NY,N 25 26 
NYE 18 2 12 130 
NY,S 31 2 31 114 
NY.W 21 2 29 
vT 14 16 
3RO 24 e 8 96 

DE : 1 
NJ 11 2 50 
PA,E 2 3 3 22 
PA.M 2 4 
PAW 3 7 
vi 9 4 6 
4TH 29 18 10 143 

MD 9 4 8 17 
NCE 1 11 
NC,M 12 
NCW 2 14 
sc 4 3 1 37 
VA.E 15 2 1 35 
VA.W 1 8 
WV.N 2 2 
wv.s 4 7 

Kin 
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TABLE D-8. (Continued) 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
— _ — = a ve 
Drug Laws 7 
Forgery Other 
Circuit Weapons| and Orug- 
and Embez- and =| Counter- Controlled | Related 

District Total Homicide Robbery | Assauit Burglary | Larceny | ziement | Fraud | Firearms | felting | Marijuana | Narcotics | Substances | Statutes | Traffic Escape | Other 
5TH 5,671 12 60 26 "1 270 93 693 381 67 1,176 834 194 23 42 643 156 
LA,E 322 1 10 2 - 14 10 70 21 13 25 82 24 3 4 1 
LA.M 31 . 2 - - 1 . 1 4 : 1 4 1 2 3 
LA.W 188 . . - - 30 5 36 23 5 30 13 9 1 2 14 
MS,N 67 - . - - 3 3 10 13 3 7 16 3 3 
MS,S 222 3 10 3 9 8 8 47 21 3 13 35 14 5 3 12 
TX,N 799 1 18 8 1 45 13 156 95 1 21 111 31 93 32 
TX,E 224 - 7 2 - 21 7 61 48 1 11 31 6 : 1 4 4 
TX,S 2,607 4 7 10 - 29 25 200 95 19 786 321 53 10 7 438 44 
TX,W 1,211 3 6 3 1 119 22 102 61 12 284 221 53 5 33 94 33 
6TH 2,941 4 84 27 20 204 76 §25 424 101 226 670 196 1§ 30 71 188 
KY,E 180 : 4 2 4 3 23 27 6 37 23 7 2 q 21 
S KY,W 263 3 8 1 71 5 37 26 5 22 18 8 - 9 5 27 
to MIE 793 2 18 6 8 34 25 145 104 29 71 241 21 4 2 11 21 
MI,W 137 4 2 1 9 5 33 13 2 12 14 12 4 2 7 
OH,N 359 14 2 - 19 14 78 70 16 12 79 2 2 2 5 20 
OH,S 319 1 13 3 6 39 10 60 28 9 20 88 11 2 2 6 9 
TNE 300 1 3 1 4 4 41 66 12 36 47 5 . 3 54 
™N.M 177 - 1 - 10 4 40 24 7 7 16 4 . 14 9 14 
TN,W 413 1 6 1 3 14 6 68 66 15 4 44 126 1 1 21 15 
7TH 2,171 2 §3 15 4 193 90 442 203 76 95 $62 67 14 49 42 112 
IL,N 1,185 36 6 4 96 67 286 71 56 15 355 10 5 9 14 59 
IL,C 220 1 18 7 24 34 2 13 29 44 2 25 5 4 
ILS 173 2 2 38 2 17 22 5 23 33 2 5 3 4 12 
IN,N 193 3 1 - 10 6 53 25 6 9 38 4 1 5 3 18 
IN.S 135 1 5 13 2 20 23 1 19 19 3 1 7 7 5 
WILE 196 4 4 15 2 33 23 5 7 67 3 6 12 
WIWw 69 1 2 2 - 3 4 9 5 1 21 1 3 2 
8TH 1,589 19 63 23 8 64 $2 288 168 28 99 363 77 1 64 29 97 

AR,E 156 9 3 2 33 18 6 16 29 9 

AR,W 71 1 - 9 12 6 8 2 § 

\A.N 109 1 2 - 1 4 4 19 10 5 38 8 

1A,S 86 3 - - 2 2 14 6 Pa 5 25 11 

MN 211 2 18 5 - 4 11 39 29 § 11 46 10 

MO,E 215 4 13 1 10 8 44 34 4 11 55 5 

MO,W 327 2 11 1 2 14 8 53 22 6 10 101 12 

we; ie 
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TABLE D-8. (Continued) 


Agricultural Postal 
Acts Laws* 
626 46 3 
LA,E 19 1 
LA.M 
LA,W 1 1 
MS,N - 1 
MS,S 7 8 
TX,N 32 2 - 
TX,E 5 5 1 
TX,S 446 20 1 
TX,W 116 4 - 
30 7 14 
KY.E 2 1 
KYW - 1 1 
MLE 17 - 1 
MI,W 4 2 
OH,N 2 - 3 
OH,S 1 - 2 
TN,E - 1 1 
TN.M 2 2 1 
™N.W 2 2 
37 3 12 
1L,N 25 2 4 
IL.C 7 - 1 
iL,s - - 1 
IN.N 1 - 
INS - 1 
WIE 3 - 1 
Wi.w 1 : 
27 4 2 
ARE 1 4 . 
AR,W 5 1 
\A.N - 1 
IAS 3 
MN 5 - 1 
MO,E 1 2 
MO,W 4 
kote & 
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TABLE D-8. (Continued) 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
ee r ) 
Forgery Other 
Circuit Weapons| and Drug- 
and Embez- and | Counter- Controlied | Related 
District Total Homicide | Robbery Assault Burglary | Larceny | ziement | Fraud | Firearms felting | Marijuana | Narcotics | Substances | Statutes | Traffic Escape | Other 
—+- —_—_—}+- 
NE 191 1 5 2 1 7 4 44 14 22 50 14 1 1 3 7 
ND 76 4 : 2 6 2 15 12 1 6 5 1 : 3 4 
SD 117 . 1 6 1 9 2 15 17 3 , 12 2 . 2 25 
9TH 11,298 74 §99 131 28 $26 303 1,306 438 254 1,846 1,778 301 43 1,681 605 372 
AK 120 . 3 . 16 2 15 ~ 1 13 6 - : 21 : 3 
AZ 1,164 26 49 37 5 32 21 80 57 18 413 118 29 10 35 84 
CA.N 893 6 40 10 2 73 66 153 37 18 54 164 14 - 98 31 35 
CAE 666 3 45 9 - 49 52 110 28 9 41 79 49 2 66 17 27 
CA.C 2,270 9 282 18 5 160 88 475 96 | 123 86 472 30 9 7 50 81 
CA,S 2,576 5 54 20 3 42 15 109 50 27 750 552 59 7 2 366 35 
HI 1,475 . 12 7 1 52 33 9 5 21 30 22 1,244 16 
iD 69 3 { 2 2 1 ‘ 6 , 6 6 2 6 
MT 166 . 9 7 10 35 12 15 26 7 1 3 10 
NV 467 2 34 9 15 4 1 38 35 14 83 16 3 1 38 28 
OR 479 2 54 2 2 21 » 57 42 9 57 119 29 1 29 18 
WA,E 246 4 - 1 1 30 24 4 33 48 17 2 4 , 
WA,W 610 16 3 44 26 58 20 4 41 He 12 ' 231 25 16 
GUAM 89 - 1 5 2 2 1 18 11 2 7 3 3 5 
NM! 8 - - - 1 1 1 1 1 
10TH 1,743 11 45 28 . 88 43 275 143 28 310 288 73 10 80 104 71 
co 351 13 9 16 . 69 23 25 71 . 5 46 17 9 
KS 228 9 4 7 12 51 26 7 24 35 9 . 27 5 
NM 566 7 "1 10 12 13 37 30 3 227 | ~ =70 " 46 27 
OK.N 108 1 2 2 3 28 15 2 4 | 26 5 7 - 
OK.E 33 1 1 . 2 2 7 1 1 | 3 © 3 2 
OK.W 149 1 1 29 4 19 13 3 7 | 24 - 1 21 3 4 
UT 235 1 7 3 18 4 51 17 6 14 | 51 | 20 2 6 | ' 14 
wy 73 1 1 1 4 18 12 1 6 | 9 | 7 2 | 4 
11TH 5,197 « 168 26 5 216 104 628 403 | 172 455 1,569 256 40 123 392 189 
| | 
AL.N 128 1 1 5 3 26 5 | 13 SS | 2 | 3 2 | 6 | 3 4 
AL.M 175 34 2 9} om] 3 | 0 | we | ‘ | 29! . 
ALS 224 4 4 3 27 20; 6s | 33 | 8 | 1 | 1 | ? 
FL.N 261 ; oo” | 2 10 ! 24 20 | 2 | 3%) 89 9 | 4 | 3 58 10 
FL.M 805 | 85 4 1 | 23 18 137 so | 33 | 9 | 243 | 34 14 | 6 24 38 
FL.S 2.598 | ' | 54 | 11 3 | 95 | 46 | 2a 194 | 62 | 220 | 898 'S7 | 16 | -| 261 | 69 
GA,N 497 1 22 1 34 12 93 34 24 he 142 29 , ‘ ‘ 
GA.M | 303 | | 5 | 6 | 1 | 2 | 4 | 46 51 | 16 | 4 | 75 | 6 | -| aa | 6 | 12 
GA.S 206 | . 1 | 4s | 1 | 44 19 | 2 14 | 24 Ci 2 | 1 | 57 | 6 | ? 


S8Z 


a RS ET TAA a A AD IEE CTE OA RS AE APES ESOS ONE ARENT ECE AEE EE ENLACE LTE AEA ATES LO AEE OT 
TABLE D-8. (Continued) 


WA.E 
WA.W? 
GUAM 14 
NMI 


10TH 


11TH 


AL,N 
AL.M 
ALS 
FL.N 
FL.M 
FL.S 
GA.N 
GA.M 
GA,S 


fhe 


Agricultural 
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Table D-11. 
U.S. District Courts - Defendants Terminated in Cases Subject to the Speedy Trial Act 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 2 


—— SE 


ARREST TO INDICTMENT 30 DAYS OR LESS INDICTMENT OR APPEARANCE TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 
| | | | 
| Total | | Percent | Total Percent 
Circuit and District Defendants Number | of Total | Defendants | Number of Total 
j | | | 

TOTAL 14,341 13,639 94.4 57,042 64,077 93.3 

DC 309 307 99.4 770 570 74.0 

18ST 632 616 97.8 1,471 1,256 85.4 

ME 92 91 98.9 197 194 98.5 

MA 96 92 95.8 414 210 50.7 

NH 15 14 93.3 119 110 100.0 

RI 50 44 88.0 197 191 97.0 

PR 379 377 99.5 553 551 99 6 

2ND 1,444 1,306 90.4 4,084 3,647 89.3 

CT 69 63 91.3 327 312 95.4 

NY.N 110 105 95.5 460 458 99.6 

NYE 676 594 87.9 1,629 1,288 79.1 

NYS 501 459 91.6 1,125 1,059 94.1 

NY ,W 23 21 91.3 389 379 97.4 

VT 65 64 98.5 154 151 98.1 

3RD 920 896 97.4 3,185 3,097 97.2 

DE 53 53 100.0 161 155 96.3 

NJ 387 382 98.7 978 973 99.5 

PAE 189 183 96.8 1,093 1,085 99.3 

PA.M 19 18 94.7 353 343 97.2 

PAW 47 45 95.7 306 305 99.7 

VI 225 215 95.6 294 236 80.3 

4TH 756 694 91.8 7,653 7,565 98.9 

MD 79 71 89.9 807 797 98.8 

NCE 58 51 87.9 1,254 1,253 99.9 

NC,M 82 81 98.8 450 449 99.8 

NCW 95 85 89.5 788 784 99.5 

SC 136 132 97.1 793 793 100.0 

VA,E 121 107 88.4 2,358 2,324 98.6 
VA,W 76 63 82.9 506 484 95.7 Qn: 
WV,N 11 11 100.0 242 237 97.9 . 


WV,S 98 9° 94.9 455 444 97.6 
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Table D-11. (Continued) 


DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 2 
INDICTMENT OR APPEARANCE TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 


DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 

| ARREST TO INDICTMENT 30 DAYS OR LESS 
| . 
| 


] 


| 
] | 


—— a — a * 


Total | | Percent Total | Percent 
Circult and District Defendants | Number of Total Defendants | Number of Total 
5TH 2,672 2,561 95.8 7,616 7,040 92.4 
LA,E 282 265 94.0 693 689 99.4 
LA,M 3 3 100.0 46 46 100.0 
LA,W 2 1 50.0 288 238 82.6 
MS,N 2 2 100.0 169 169 100.0 
MS,S 42 37 88.1 350 327 93.4 
TX,N 287 273 95.1 1,141 1,126 98.7 
TX.E 55 54 98.2 391 375 95.9 
TX,S 1,117 1,108 99.2 2,366 2,056 86.9 
TX.W 882 818 92.7 2,172 2,014 92.7 
6TH 790 710 89.9 4,999 4,670 93.4 
ss KY,E 79 74 93.7 422 407 96.4 
™ KYW 48 47 97.9 513 504 98.2 
MIE 77 62 80.5 937 769 82.1 
MI,W 20 19 95.0 259 244 94.2 
OH,N 161 144 89.4 687 662 96.4 
OH,S 72 59 81.9 667 650 97.5 
TNE 87 86 98.9 502 480 95.6 
™N,M 86 83 96.5 410 409 99.8 
T™TN.W 160 136 85.0 602 545 90.5 
7TH 505 439 86.9 2,783 2,526 90.8 
IL,N 268 205 76.5 1,000 791 79.1 
IL,C 38 38 100.0 394 393 99.7 
ILS 17 16 94.1 285 240 84.2 
IN.N 23 22 95.7 275 274 99.6 
IN,S 45 44 97.8 303 303 100.0 
WIE 91 91 100.0 382 382 100.0 
WI WwW 23 23 100.0 144 143 99.3 
8TH 513 476 92.8 2,690 2,561 95.2 
AR,E 31 22 71.0 306 296 96.7 
AR,W 24 22 91.7 173 172 99.4 
1A.N 59 59 100.0 140 128 91.4 
IAS 25 20 80.0 170 169 99.4 
MN 179 167 93.3 423 407 96.2 
MOE 93 89 95.7 365 360 986 A 
MO,W 30 27 90.0 449 415 92.4 | 
NE 6 6 100.0 253 211 83.4 
ND 45 43 95.6 162 159 98.1 
SD 21 21 100.0 249 244 98.0 
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DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 


ARREST TO INDICTMENT 30 DAYS OR LESS 


Table D-11. (Continued) 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| Total 
Circuit and District | Defendants 
9TH 3,219 
AK 62 
AZ 535 
CA,N 136 
CA,E 55 
CA,C 489 
CA,S 1,100 
HI 127 
ID 40 
MT 53 
NV 231 
OR 67 
WA,E 126 
WA,W 165 
GUAM 18 
NMI 15 
10TH 797 
CO 182 
KS 72 
NM 455 
OK,N .) 
OK,E 9 
OK,W 68 
UT 
WY 2 
11TH 1,784 
AL,N 82 
AL,M 48 
AL,S 45 
FLLN 20 
FL.M 284 
FL.S 994 
GA,N 105 
GA,M 122 
GA,S 84 


Number 


223 
982 
103 
104 


Percent 
of Total 


97.0 
96.8 
94.2 
86.8 
80.0 
98.6 
98.9 
100.0 
97.5 
98.1 
97.0 
94.0 
100.0 
98.8 
100.0 
100.0 


91.5 
88.5 
97.2 
94.7 
100.0 
100.0 
69.1 


100.0 


94.2 
96.3 
97.9 
97.8 
85.0 
78.5 
98.8 
98.1 
85.2 
96.4 


Total 
Defendants 


11,496 
356 
1,722 
728 
753 
1,415 
1,702 
1,430 
116 
328 
527 
718 
92 
1,185 
97 

27 


2,956 
553 
355 
767 
230 

97 
521 
318 
115 


8,239 
412 
471 
395 
427 

1,396 

1,975 
669 

1,999 

495 


DEFENDANTS IN INTERVAL 2 
INDICTMENT OR APPEARANCE TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 


| 


Percent 
of Total 


89.9 
96.3 
94.7 
47.3 
91.1 
80.0 
95.6 
99.9 
99.1 
100.0 
99.8 
72.0 
98.7 
97.3 
100.0 
100.0 


95.3 
93.7 
98.6 
91.7 
98.7 
100.0 
94.0 
100.0 
100.0 


96.9 

99.8 
100.0 
98.7 
98.6 
98.7 
97.2 
81.3 
98.0 
99.4 
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Table D-12. 
Median Time from Conviction to Sentencing for Criminal Defendants Convicted in the U.S. District Courts 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 45 DAYS DEFENDANTS SENTENCED MORE 

OR LESS AFTER CONVICTION THAN 45 DAYS AFTER CONVICTION 

Total = pen ores —— a 

Convicted Percent | 
Circuit and District Defendants Median’ Total of Total Median Total Median 
TOTAL 50,523 68 18,689 37.0 1 31,834 88 
DC 575 75 55 9.6 1 520 78 
1ST 1,286 90 321 25.0 1 966 100 
ME 161 112 18 11.2 1 143 118 
MA 371 68 151 40.7 1 220 97 
NH 96 129 96 129 
RI 186 63 51 27.4 6 135 70 
PR 472 96 101 21.4 1 371 100 
2ND 3,897 69 1,642 42.1 1 2,255 119 
CT 315 72 9 2.9 1 306 73 
NY,N 442 73 157 35.5 1 285 79 
NY,E 1574 1 1,094 69.5 1 480 193 
NY,S 1,042 98 345 33.1 1 697 146 
NY,W 379 81 25 6.6 1 354 83 
VT 145 214 12 8.3 1 133 224 
3RD 2,875 99 278 9.7 1 2,597 106 
DE 144 71 27 18.8 1 117 79 
NJ 877 107 4) 4.7 1 836 111 
PAE 1,031 126 42 4.1 1 989 130 
PA.M 328 2 27 8.2 1 301 97 
PAW 290 72 61 21.0 1 229 78 
Vi 205 72 80 39.0 3 125 86 
4TH 6,407 72 1,903 29.7 1 4,504 89 
MD 686 79 204 29.7 1 182 90 
NC,E 907 526 58.0 1 103 
NC.M 376 82 9g 2.4 | 367 83 
NC |W 704 75 i28 16.2 76 96 
SC 669 174 52 8 1 61 184 
VAE 1,952 59 903 46.3 | 049 70 
VA,W 480 107 49 10.2 1 43 116 
WV.N 217 94 17 7.8 3 200 34 
WV.S 416 68 15 1 1 
3 6 
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Table D-12. (Continued) 


] ] DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 45 DAYS DEFENDANTS SENTENCED MORE 
OR LESS AFTER CONVICTION THAN 45 DAYS AFTER CONVICTION 
Total ze . SL ste i 
Convicted Percent 
___Giireuit and District |_Defendants =| ~— Median’ =— | —__s‘Tootal of Total _Median | Tote | Cian 

5TH 6,644 66 2,251 33.9 1 4,393 76 
LA,E 647 84 65 10.0 1 582 90 
LA,M 45 71 3 6.7 39 42 73 
LA,W 254 88 34 13.4 1 220 91 
MS,N 160 89 7 4.4 1 153 92 
MS,S 276 69 40 14.5 1 236 73 
TX,N 1,021 77 44 43 1 977 77 
TX,E 322 77 61 18.9 1 261 83 
TX,S 1,972 25 1,038 52.6 1 934 72 
TX,W 1,947 | 46 959 49.3 1 988 67 

6TH 4,515 82 943 20.9 1 3,572 94 
KY,E 357 77 18 5.0 1 339 78 
KY,W 468 84 92 19.7 1 376 93 
MLE 863 80 327 37.9 1 536 106 
MI,W 222 1 120 54.1 1 102 75 
OH,N 658 82 103 15.7 6 555 87 
OH,S 627 116 37 5.9 1 590 118 
TNE 448 69 73 16.3 1 375 74 
T™N.M 342 68 140 40.9 1 202 86 
™N.W 530 96 33 6.2 1 497 100 

7TH 2,535 56 1,165 46.0 1 1,370 89 
IL,N 938 1 741 79.0 1 197 140 
IL,C 348 94 101 29.0 1 247 109 
IL,S 255 73 56 22.0 1 199 78 
INN 250 81 35 14.0 1 215 90 
INS 284 1 195 68.7 1 89 75 
WIE 344 79 32 9.3 1 312 82 
WILW 116 59 § 43 32 111 59 

8TH 2,382 84 336 14.1 1 2,047 90 
AR,E 286 89 9 3.1 1 277 89 
AR,W 150 72 20 13.3 1 130 77 
ZN 128 104 21 16.4 1 107 117 
IA,S 135 74 16 11.9 12 119 76 
MN 391 86 19 49 1 372 89 
MO,E 315 82 27 8.6 1 288 83 
MO,W 414 92 142 34.3 1 272 116 
NE 219 98 17 7.8 1 202 100 
ND 137 60 49 35.8 1 88 70 
SD 207 74 15 7.2 42 192 75 
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162 


Circuit and District 
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351 
397 
‘ 280 
1,710 
579 
1,664 
446 
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DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 46 DAYS 
OR LESS AFTER CONVICTION 
Percent 
Total of Total Median 

6,272 644 1 
a4 M2 1 
1,529 99.0 1 
358 57.0 1 
338 50.1 1 
724 56.6 1 
1,232 76.0 1 
796 93,1 1 
8 9.0 1 
58 21.2 1 
48 10.8 1 
297 447 4 
135 449 1 
620 62.4 1 
23 26.4 1 
12 54.5 1 
628 26.4 1 
146 31.5 K ls) 
49 17.3 1 
90 143 1 
5 2.6 18 
6 8.6 26 
192 43,7 1 
31 10.6 1 
109 100.0 1 
2,696 40.3 1 
302 79.5 1 
7 18 1 
20 57 1 
32 8.1 1 
64 5.0 1 
306 17.9 1 
558 96 4 1 
1,434 86 2 1 
173 38.8 1 


DEFENDANTS SENTENCED MORE 
THAN 46 DAYS AFTER CONVICTION 

Total Median 
3,496 be 
166 A) 
16 179 
270 hh 
33/ 90 
555 6) 
389 94 
59 107 
8) 93 
216 76 
396 91 
367 82 
166 7 
374 89 
64 100 
10 90 
1,648 3 
317 62 
234 83 
539 80 
185 76 
ba 61 
247 59 
262 70 
4,297 61 
78 71 
379 "1 
33) 72 
365 72 
1,216 83 
| 404 82 
21 89 
230 114 
273 86 
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* MEDIAN TIME FROM CONVICTION TO SENTENCING IN DAYS 
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Table E-1. 


Federal Probation System - Persons Received for and Removed from Supervision 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit and District 


TOTAL 


oc 


18T 


PAE 
PAM 
PAW 


NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 


VA,E 

VA.W 
WV,N 
WvV.S 


| 
| | 
| 
| Persons Under | | 

Supervision — Total | 
| Oct. 1, 1901 | Received | 


64,160 40,102 
1,469 860 
1,049 1,116 

216 139 
828 523 
170 9! 
235 122 
500 24) 
6,708 3,679 
702 377 
381 316 
2,477 1,420 
2,571 1,087 
559 331 
108 79 
5,952 2,756 
219 139 
2,113 1,027 
2,125 922 
400 250 
833 344 
262 74 
9,610 6,779 
2,343 1,752 
1,028 801 
533 378 
821 531 
1,189 749 
1,918 1,672 
544 409 
480 200 
754 287 


Total 
Less 
Transters 


41,302 


RECEIVED FOM SUPERVISION 
7 


| 
| | 


| | 
| Magistrate == Term of | 
Judge Judge | Supervised — Mandatory 
Probation | Probation Release | Parole | Release 

12,067 7,637 12,706 4,240 2,601 
130 46 98 284 67 
313 8 366 104 76 
28 | 63 1 8 
139 5 178 43 42 
33 17 5 8 
30 1 45 12 6 
83 1 63 33 14 
1,198 240 071 193 176 
148 5 81 28 25 
108 36 98 18 6 
444 62 390 74 90 
375 66 290 43 38 
103 78 70 27 17 

20 3 42 3 
1,002 319 $77 194 113 
33 18 50 14 4 
305 192 203 55 43 
419 74 163 65 4) 
82 28 74 6 5 
126 2 70 44 20 

37 5 17 10 
1,359 2,360 1,370 404 164 
124 958 195 128 42 
119 387 114 50 9 
76 5 100 68 26 
158 97 141 42 12 
289 73 158 84 15 
256 800 340 74 33 
170 36 118 12 12 
70 . 65 22 9 
97 4 139 14 6 


Military 
Parole 


467 


10 
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Special 
Parole 


Received 
by 
Tranater 


7,710 
196 
183 


2) 
89 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 


Magistrate Tern of Removed Persons Under 
Circuit and District Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Removed Transters Probation Probation Release Parole Release Parole Parole Transter Sep. 30, 1992 

TOTAL 47,332 39,385 14,614 7,080 5,464 5,755 2,881 451 2,240 7,047 85,920 
oc 918 777 126 89 60 388 79 . 35 141 1,411 

187 1,197 948 427 28 113 167 90 16 107 169 1,048 
ME 123 105 37 3 1 32 4 . 14 18 232 
MA 515 432 188 15 65 46 53 8 57 83 836 
NH 86 68 38 1 12 4 3 . 5 18 175 
Ri 153 143 70 6 12 29 13 4 q 10 204 
PR 240 200 94 3 9 51 17 4 22 40 501 

2ND 3,469 2,693 1,266 258 346 327 244 27 226 776 6,908 
CT 338 279 155 14 26 35 29 5 15 59 74) 
NY,N 262 221 116 43 27 13 12 3 / 4) 434 
NY,E 1,327 1,047 505 63 139 140 109 7 84 280 2,570 
NY,S 1,182 832 359 62 125 101 73 4 108 350 2446 
NY. W 310 273 110 76 25 31 20 5 6 37 580 
VT 50 4) 21 4 7 1 3 5 g 137 

SRD 2,706 2,255 1,128 313 199 306 135 18 166 451 6,002 
DE 120 88 24 1 23 17 7 . 6 32 238 
NJ 990 799 403 170 59 82 47 6 32 191 2,150 
PA, 860 724 358 85 49 105 53 6 68 136 2,187 
PA.M 254 205 102 33 36 13 5 1 15 49 396 
PA,W 366 330 177 10 19 67 23 § 29 36 811 
Vi 116 109 64 4 13 22 : . 6 7 220 

4TH 6,426 5,251 1,407 2,249 593 628 180 48 146 1,175 9,963 
MD 1,725 1,466 229 872 86 173 55 12 39 259 2,370 
NC,E 723 551 121 297 47 56 15 5 10 172 1,106 
NC,M 358 311 126 21 51 73 21 4 15 47 553 
NCW 470 369 139 90 51 65 7 4 13 101 882 
Sc 656 555 246 129 61 84 15 6 14 101 1,282 
VA, E 1,700 1,344 227 773 169 108 31 12 24 356 1,890 
wv WwW 305 245 108 53 38 18 17 2 9 60 648 
WV,N 196 159 81 5 23 28 10 3 4 37 484 
WV,S 293 251 130 9 67 23 i) . 13 42 748 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 


Circult and District 


Persons Under 
Supervision 
Oct, 1, 1001 


11,080 
1,135 
229 
780 
436 
58) 


Total 
Received 


6,163 
575 


123 
467 
267 
316 
1,045 
384 
1,765 
1,191 


4,710 


1,525 
1,034 


4,114 


Judge 
Probation 


1,108 
163 
19 
101 
79 


RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 


Magistrate Term of 


Judge Supervised 
Probation Release Parole 

767 2,076 $31 
75 104 36 
17 30 14 
206 67 17 
61 65 27 
78 74 23 
18 309 116 
17 107 22 
104 780 14) 
211 449 137 
730 1,961 308 
2 107 4) 
366 79 32 
146 314 99 
13 96 25 
15 180 4) 
96 189 61 
50 140 43 
38 145 28 
4 "1 28 
195 700 249 
58 301 123 
10 60 26 
33 44 15 
21 81 32 
44 72 22 
27 83 18 
2 59 13 
187 923 230 
27 119 20 
75 55 5 
4 43 17 

1 35 15 

6 153 27 

2 114 61 
23 161 55 
15 71 13 
3 47 4 

1 125 13 
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by 
Traneter 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 


Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Circult anc District Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
Removed Transfers Probation Probation Release Parole | Release Parole Parole Transter Sep. 30, 1992 

5TH 6,976 4,047 1,619 1,006 987 701 256 54 325 1,020 11,267 
LA.E 537 482 198 112 70 58 16 6 22 55 1,173 
LA.M 107 87 38 23 8 4 4 1 4 20 245 
LA,W 505 383 118 193 28 20 7 1 6 122 742 
MS,N 243 211 79 76 25 24 1 3 3 32 480 
MS, S 269 206 87 59 16 25 11 4 4 63 628 
TX,N 949 769 262 68 148 152 70 10 59 180 1,916 
TX,E 345 259 106 35 43 43 22 3 7 86 668 
TX,S 1,885 1,612 507 218 412 230 73 7 165 273 3,232 
TX,W 1,136 938 224 222 237 140 51 4 55 198 2,173 

6TH 4,235 3,573 1,351 665 $27 534 262 63 181 662 6,246 
KY,E 237 194 81 8 29 49 14 2 11 43 580 
KY,W 573 405 93 198 50 32 15 2 15 168 700 
MIE 931 843 259 127 126 159 92 15 65 88 1,649 
MI,W 232 200 68 33 30 33 23 6 7 32 415 
OH,N 558 477 261 28 61 61 35 15 16 81 1,340 
OH,S 642 569 239 79 80 91 39 8 33 73 1,260 
TN,E 344 293 106 72 40 52 14 6 3 51 879 
TN,M 402 339 113 98 70 34 13 3 8 63 717 
TN .W 316 253 131 12 4) 23 17 6 23 63 706 

7TH 3,135 2,737 1,464 264 276 365 176 35 187 398 6,634 
IL,N 1,588 1,471 899 120 99 171 93 13 76 117 2,837 
IL,C 247 199 85 15 34 38 14 4 4 48 569 
IL,S 219 186 64 39 28 29 10 3 13 33 292 
IN,N 328 251 136 11 36 43 10 2 13 77 591 
IN,S 335 281 127 48 21 41 20 8 16 54 536 
WIE 283 230 109 21 32 25 20 1 22 53 523 
WwI,W 135 119 44 10 26 18 9 4 8 16 286 

8TH 2,308 2,045 766 188 372 346 185 22 166 363 4,598 
AR,E 228 181 64 21 29 31 15 5 16 47 484 
AR,W 185 153 48 41 35 17 8 2 2 32 276 
|A,N 102 87 40 11 7 12 8 1 8 15 261 
IA,S 134 116 40 8 14 19 18 2 15 18 212 
MN 368 328 102 32 71 39 39 1 44 40 747 
MO,E 434 384 133 15 47 106 37 8 38 50 722 
MO,W 431 373 142 32 64 78 29 2 26 58 794 
NE 142 113 55 10 14 21 8 : 5 29 441 
ND 126 97 58 7 22 4 5 - 1 29 258 
SD 248 213 84 11 69 19 18 1 11 35 403 
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Table E-1. (Continued) 
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RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 


Circuit and District Persons Under Total Magistrate Term of Received 

Supervision Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by 

7 | Oct. 1, 1991 Received Transfers — | Probation _| Probation Release Parole LL ‘Release | Parole | Parole — | _ Transter ; 
9TH 14,203 8,499 6,916 1,804 1,286 2,225 590 640 67 214 1,583 
AK 311 240 211 68 51 66 10 8 3 5 29 
AZ 1,577 1,158 990 313 244 282 60 60 8 23 168 
CA,N 1,879 969 770 196 193 156 87 93 10 35 199 
CA,E 1,369 745 609 176 181 116 67 35 8 26 136 
CA,C 3,637 2,012 1,534 378 135 543 196 233 11 38 478 
CA,S 1,505 1,157 997 172 247 436 42 69 5 26 160 
HI 315 148 120 36 8 50 8 12 1 5 28 
ID 205 140 91 41 7 26 ) 6 1 1 49 
MT 422 229 186 76 3 85 7 10 - 5 43 
NV 875 400 324 152 39 83 24 19 2 5 76 
OR 749 487 408 132 17 144 42 42 8 23 79 
WA,E 305 175 132 40 - 75 6 5 2 4 43 
WA,W 999 602 508 101 161 149 28 45 8 16 94 
i) GUAM 139 35 34 12 - 13 4 3 2 1 
R NMI 6 2 2 1 - 1 - : - - - 
10TH 4,186 2,433 2,070 598 431 703 130 126 26 $7 363 
co 914 553 452 103 124 147 41 23 3 11 101 
KS 619 348 307 96 74 86 16 12 7 16 41 
NM 754 44) 391 109 74 155 23 23 2 5 50 
OK,N 461 195 166 70 1 61 10 15 6 3 29 
OK,E 169 118 80 20 3 30 13 fs) - 5 38 
OK,W 584 340 296 46 75 115 22 28 3 7 44 
UT 531 341 291 125 71 67 5 12 2 4 50 
WwY 124 97 87 29 g 42 - 3 3 1 10 
11TH 10,915 6,609 5,506 1,369 1,068 1,426 843 409 6” 328 1,103 
AL,N 855 448 374 141 91 82 43 8 2 7 74 
AL,M 396 341 296 81 116 74 11 3 3 8 45 
AL,S 578 243 214 83 4 . 76 30 7 5 ) 29 
FL,N 685 476 405 69 158 68 54 19 13 24 71 
FL,M 2,260 1,460 1,134 323 59 365 177 109 14 87 326 
FL,S 3,355 1,832 1,570 362 7 496 337 203 7 158 262 
GA,N 1,450 883 687 182 136 176 121 46 6 20 196 
GA,M 640 526 461 61 316 33 29 9 8 5 65 
GA,S 696 400 365 67 182 56 41 5 4 10 35 

a 
1 391 


266 


Table E-1. (Continued) 


REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 


Magistrate Term of Removed Persons Under 
Circuit and District Total Less Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special by Supervision 
I Removed Transfers Probation | Probation Release Parole Pelease Parole Parole Transfer Sep. 30, 1992 

9TH 6,450 7,004 2,567 1,454 1,152 769 691 78 303 1,446 14,342 
AK 278 239 76 96 35 15 8 6 3 39 273 
AZ 1,083 919 344 253 148 60 77 5 32 164 1,652 
CA,N 955 788 300 200 61 97 80 11 39 167 1,895 
CA,E 719 561 181 155 64 74 54 6 27 158 1,395 
CA, C 2,106 1,771 733 210 264 244 247 17 56 335 3,543 
CA,S 1,189 1,016 264 215 339 72 75 6 45 173 1,473 
HI 161 134 65 7 27 6 S) 2 18 27 302 
ID 134 110 58 18 2 18 7 4 3 24 211 
MT 201 157 89 6 34 11 12 1 4 44 450 
NV 448 329 151 65 40 36 17 5 15 119 827 
OR 399 337 133 22 51 59 45 5 22 62 837 
WA,E 169 128 46 17 40 8 9 1 7 41 311 
WA,W 597 508 123 190 47 57 50 9 32 89 1,004 
GUAM 11 7 4 - : 2 1 - - 4 163 
NMI . . . - - - - - - - 8 

10TH 2,359 1,970 770 411 307 224 144 30 84 389 4,230 
CO 505 421 157 97 64 52 27 8 16 84 962 
KS 388 315 93 104 37 39 20 7 15 73 579 
NM 398 333 147 31 73 35 33 3 11 65 797 
OK,N 197 161 86 14 21 18 8 4 10 36 459 
OK,E 104 84 26 11 11 20 11 1 4 20 183 
OK,W 360 318 107 68 55 44 25 4 15 42 564 
UT 324 270 116 81 32 12 17 3 9 54 548 
WY 83 68 38 5 14 4 3 4 15 138 

11TH 6,143 5,185 1,723 1,065 §32 1,010 440 60 355 958 11,381 
AL,N 460 403 179 97 32 58 14 4 19 57 843 
AL,M 238 184 62 59 23 21 7 5 7 54 499 
AL,S 260 215 84 19 53 39 6 2 12 45 561 
FL.N 471 381 82 148 44 70 13 4 20 90 690 
FL,M 1,271 1,042 387 108 118 200 114 22 93 229 2,449 
FL,S 1,666 1,459 497 27 147 398 226 9 155 207 3,521 
GA,N 890 762 277 181 76 148 44 9 27 128 1,443 
GA,M 487 394 80 253 22 25 8 2 4 93 679 
GA,S 400 345 75 173 17 51 8 3 18 55 696 
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Table E-2. 


Federal Probation System 
| 
Ciroult and District Persons 

Under 

TOTAL 65,020 

oc 1,411 
18T 1,048 

ME 232 
MA 836 
NH 175 
‘all 204 
PH 501 
2N0 6,006 

cT 741 
NY.N 434 
NY,E 2,570 
NYS 2,446 
NY,.W 580 
vT 137 
3RD 6,002 

DE 238 
NJ 2,150 
PAE 2,187 
PAM 396 
PAW B11 
vi 220 
4TH 9,963 

MD 2,370 
NCE 1,106 
NC.M 553 
NCW 882 
sc 1,282 
VA.E 1,890 
VA.W 648 
WV.N 484 
wv.s 748 


- Persons Under Supervision as of September 30, 1992 


| 


FROM COURTS 
Magistrate 
Judge Judge 
Probation Probation 

36,545 10,663 
205 161 
700 22 
61 2 
361 14 
99 1 

70 2 
199 3 
3,107 626 
472 15 
104 42 
1,222 156 
1,013 184 
249 124 
47 4 
3,230 687 
96 a7 
1,080 395 
1,291 114 
192 32 
452 15 
119 4 
3,556 2,479 
494 1,041 
440 297 
210 33 
397 116 
634 167 
432 761 
353 49 
252 7 
344 8 


11,962 


FROM INSTITUTIONS 


Military 


~~ —- Oo oO — 


Special 


4,167 
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Table E-2. (Continued) 


FROM COURTS : FROM INSTITUTIONS 
Circult and District Magistrate Term of 

Judge Judge Supervised Mandatory Military Special 

Raa __| Tow _|__ Probation _| _Probatio Release | —_—Parole Relewse || _—_—Parole Parole 
6TH 11,267 4,386 1,326 3,276 1,400 233 100 629 
LAE 1,173 520 168 331 95 18 6 36 
LA.M 245 116 34 48 33 7 3 Ls) 
LA,W 742 333 218 107 4y 14 13 8 
MS,N 480 229 79 100 55 4 6 7 
MS,S 628 319 80 131 59 12 bs) 22 
TX,N 1,916 746 75 528 370 49 22 126 
TX,E 668 301 57 192 88 10 3 17 
TX,S 3,232 1,165 290 1,181 323 73 21 179 
TX,W 2,173 657 324 658 328 46 30 130 
6TH 6,248 3,626 864 2,111 1,076 264 63 332 
KY.E 580 232 8 191 105 18 2 24 
KYW 700 208 204 127 102 12 3 A4 
Mi,E 1,649 596 211 436 216 78 18 94 
MI,W 415 166 33 127 54 1 7 17 
OH,N 1,340 729 45 280 171 55 26 34 
OH,S 1,260 557 144 318 155 39 4 38 
TN,E 879 385 101 232 130 7 4 20 
TN,M 717 325 93 192 70 17 7 13 
TN,W 706 328 15 208 73 27 7 48 
7TH 5,634 3,357 312 1,032 538 171 51 173 
IL,N 2,837 1,866 169 402 226 94 16 65 
IL,C 350 12 102 68 6 10 21 
iL,S 292 144 22 70 34 5 3 14 
INN 591 331 29 125 62 21 7 16 
IN,S 536 270 34 115 77 6 10 24 
WIE 523 281 38 117 38 29 2 18 
Wwi,w 286 115 8 101 33 10 4 15 
8TH 4,598 1,021 255 1,373 620 176 55 198 
AR,E 484 176 34 173 67 12 8 14 
AR,W 276 97 72 72 22 4 5 4 
\A,N 261 119 14 64 39 13 1 11 
iA,S 212 75 4 67 38 6 5 17 
MN 747 248 23 273 108 40 3 52 
MO,E 722 305 27 167 130 35 10 48 
MO,W 794 325 48 212 141 23 10 35 
NE 441 236 23 112 42 14 8 6 
ND 258 149 8 86 6 5 1 3 
sod 403 191 2 147 27 24 4 8 
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Table E-2. (Continued) 


FROM COURTS | FROM INSTITUTIONS 
| 
Circuit and District Magistrate | Term of | 
Judge Judge | Supervised Mandatory Military Special 
Total Probation Probation | Release Parole | Release | Parole | Parole 

OTH 14,342 6,160 2,200 3,067 1,460 720 121 606 
AK 273 96 80 72 12 4 4 5 
AZ 1,652 782 282 349 108 64 13 54 
CA,N 1,893 74) 480 230 213 a 16 102 
CALE 1,395 545 298 228 198 46 16 62 
CA,C 3,543 1,498 378 808 455 243 20 141 
CAS 1,473 541 260 410 107 72 5 78 
HI 302 156 16 70 21 21 4 15 
iD 211 123 18 48 12 4 / § 
MI 450 234 14 139 32 15 2 14 
NV 827 508 68 127 72 33 5 14 
OR 837 352 54 226 98 44 "1 52 
WA,E 311 123 19 109 26 20 6 8 
WA,W 1,004 341 241 230 89 46 18 39 
GUAM 163 116 1 18 17 4 7 

g NMI 8 5 3 

10TH 4,230 1,612 637 1,032 307 147 a 156 
co 962 383 193 220 104 25 7 30 
KS 579 259 78 128 49 13 16 36 
NM 797 260 140 247 83 34 6 27 
OK,N 459 269 15 109 35 17 4 10 
OK,E 183 91 14 33 24 1 1 9 
OK,W 564 198 94 150 77 24 5 16 
UT 548 294 94 92 20 18 7 23 
wy 138 58 g 53 5 5 3 5 

11TH 11,381 4,316 1,207 2,009 2,237 483 192 837 
AL,N 843 399 110 141 120 16 6 51 
AL,M 499 193 132 105 42 5 5 17 
ALS 5f 304 20 130 77 7 7 16 
FL.N 69U 210 140 109 132 25 14 60 
FL.M 2,449 963 147 518 448 117 30 226 
FL,S 3,521 1,249 32 684 933 252 12 359 
GA,N 1,443 603 194 245 284 40 16 61 
GA,M 679 188 295 74 79 16 16 11 
GA,S 696 207 227 93 122 5 6 36 
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Table E-3. 
Federal Probation System - Persons Under Supervision by Offense as of September 30, 1992 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
Persons 
Circuit and District Under Auto 
Supervision Homicide | Robbery | Assault | Burglary Larceny | Embezzlement Fraud | Theft 

TOTAL 85,920 404 3,126 800 428 6,393 6,074 18,250 789 
Dc 1,411 35 105 39 50 106 20 139 7 

18T 1,048 3 64 14 6 11 110 392 v 
ME 232 - 5 1 1 16 11 31 . 
MA 836 1 40 5 5 44 41 206 3 
NH 175 2 6 . q 15 50 
RI 204 2 3 7 14 45 6 
PR 501 11 5 35 29 60 

2ND 6,908 13 02 37 41 488 603 1,665 31 
CT 741 3 21 6 2 48 82 205 6 
NY,N 434 12 6 2 41 45 90 2 
NY,E 2,570 5 80 14 28 149 141 729 10 
NY,S 2,446 3 69 q 6 169 179 508 10 
NY,W 580 2 17 : 3 76 51 122 2 
VT 137 3 2 5 5 31 1 

3RD 6,002 4’ 163 56 34 507 464 1,630 36 
DE 238 7 2 19 y 63 1 
NJ 2,150 14 51 19 6 223 180 640 18 
PAE 2,187 65 15 1 140 149 599 12 
PAM 396 2 11 2 31 34 96 1 
PAW 811 2 35 2 3 56 86 221 4 
Vi 220 22 14 20 20 38 6 1 

4TH 9,963 36 409 120 66 808 491 1,566 113 
MD 2,370 10 159 44 23 232 82 304 7 
NC,E 1,106 5 48 4 158 63 163 7 
NC,M 553 2 60 4 4 25 32 76 4 
NC,W 882 7 28 16 14 49 46 149 12 
SC 1,282 2 52 16 2 77 106 258 33 
VA.E 1,890 5 46 19 7 205 80 350 5 
VA,W 648 3 8 8 5 22 23 93 7 
WV,N 484 - 1 1 1 14 35 59 7 
WV,S 748 2 7 3 3 26 24 114 31 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


7 ne GENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DRUG LAWS | 
Forgery Weapons Liquor, 
Circuit and District and Controlled and immigration internal Postal 
| _Counterteiting | Marijuana | Narcotics | Substances | Firearms |  Trattic | Other Laws | Revenue | Lawes | Other 

TOTAL $3,271 7,186 16,470 3,690 3,808 3,607 4,626 1,867 27 735 4,269 
oc 79 16 483 93 99 68 56 3 . 3 10 

18T 59 139 603 4a? 121 7 115 55 . 7 01 
ME 3 36 98 4 1 5 1 . . 9 
MA 15 46 222 21 o/ 3 64 5 1 47 
NH 8 8 34 10 15 1 1 1 1 4 
RI 14 1 53 2 16 2 13 2 14 
PR 19 38 196 5 12 1 22 46 5 17 

2N0 212 194 2,104 160 264 26 381 79 : 136 271 
CT 18 19 151 24 56 1 49 2 10 38 
NY,N 5 22 114 14 13 10 28 5 6 19 
NY,E 97 57 778 23 104 8 134 42 47 124 
NY,S 74 48 975 67 68 6 120 23 62 50 
NY,W 16 38 128 15 13 3 43 5 10 36 
VT 2 10 48 7 10 7 2 - 4 

3RD 269 206 1,050 400 234 66 449 36 . 95 240 
DE 4 18 57 9 13 15 10 2 9 
NJ 105 61 223 134 44 21 206 26 50 124 
PA,E 1 62 458 213 112 1 132 6 30 64 
PAM 13 27 88 7 19 12 28 2 1 12 
PA,W 26 25 193 35 36 7 56 2 22 
Vi 10 13 31 2 5 17 2 9 

4TH 390 652 1,916 251 484 1,607 592 43 é 36 482 
MD 41 56 398 28 69 695 127 3 17 75 
NC,E 58 72 160 1 26 182 52 10 1 74 
NC,M 44 32 143 21 25 10 40 8 1 7 15 
NC,W 73 103 159 22 35 41 76 2 50 
SC 99 97 198 40 91 34 87 10 3 77 
VA.E 40 75 225 27 109 521 92 9 4 71 
WwV,W 13 56 155 42 78 22 23 2 1 87 
WV,N 8 39 211 16 18 2 64 1 7 
WV,S 14 122 266 44 33 31 2 26 

Qe. "( 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


162 


GENERAL OFFENSES its 
p ——— — a  _.._. 
Circuit and District Under 
Supervision Homicide Robbery Assault ia Burglary Larceny 

5TH 11,287 26 176 56 31 689 
LA,E 1,173 - 25 2 1 75 
LA,M 245 - 7 2 : 15 
LA,W 742 4 6 2 4 83 
MS,N 480 1 1 4 2 32 
MS,S 628 3 6 5 2 31 
TX,N 1,916 3 44 8 5 128 
TX,E 668 3 20 1 4 26 
TX,S 3,232 8 28 13 12 105 
TX,W 2,173 4 29 19 1 194 

6TH 8,246 23 342 54 34 785 
KY,E 580 2 30 3 6 50 
KY,W 700 2 38 13 6 101 
MIE 1,649 2 72 8 4 114 
Mi,W 415 1 g - 3 27 
OH,N 1,340 5 78 6 1 116 
OH,S 1,260 5 55 3 1 126 
TN,E 879 1 24 8 gy 64 
™N.M 717 3 26 9 2 98 
T™N,W 706 2 10 4 2 59 

7TH 5,634 13 139 24 14 538 
IL,N 2,837 5 56 12 3 296 
IL,C 569 : 6 1 2 57 
IL,S 292 2 4 e 1 31 
IN,N 591 1 7 3 3 50 
IN,S 536 2 37 3 2 41 
WIE 523 3 19 3 3 48 
WI,W 286 - 10 - - 15 

6TH 4,596 32 175 81 50 319 
AR,E 484 1 25 2 4 27 
AR,W 276 1 10 3 3 25 
|A,N 261 2 6 - - 7 
\A,S 212 1 17 1 1 15 
MN 747 4 37 6 6 27 
MO,E 722 - 26 1 3 55 
MO,W 794 - 45 4 3 80 
NE 441 3 6 6 3 27 
ND 258 7 1 20 5 21 
SD 403 13 2 22 35 


2,132 
270 
76 
162 
112 
161 
526 
178 
354 
293 
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Table E3. (Continued) 
GENERAL OFFENSE - CONTINUED 
DRUG LAWS 
Forgery Weapons 
Circuit and District and Controlled and Immigration 
Counterfeiting Marijuana Narcotics Substances Firearms Traffic Other Laws 

STH 402 1,751 1,513 649 479 363 496 652 
LA,E 60 41 197 124 40 7 65 14 
LA,M 12 17 19 7 1 4 17 - 
LA,W 16 47 34 26 24 98 46 2 
MS,N 32 29 46 18 20 66 51 1 
MS,S 47 28 70 20 25 43 58 2 
TX,N 65 129 290 139 102 6 73 109 
TX,E 28 55 76 63 33 4 35 23 
TX,S 62 1,071 390 93 138 14 87 546 
TX,W 80 334 391 159 86 121 63 155 

6TH 352 681 1,691 298 480 255 412 26 
KY,E 29 87 103 15 33 2 14 - 
KY,W 19 54 107 35 27 57 29 2 
Mi,E 64 169 358 67 125 18 76 13 
MI,W 15 44 64 20 25 5 17 4 
OH,N 50 37 216 50 98 6 108 1 
OH,S 52 62 230 54 59 60 47 1 
TN,E 34 58 146 15 56 40 45 1 
T™N,M 47 37 67 17 28 59 48 : 
™N,W 42 33 220 25 29 8 28 4 

7TH 198 216 1,026 117 233 62 311 42 
IL,N 109 34 516 29 81 15 170 29 
IL,C 16 38 121 8 29 7 18 7 
IL,S 12 21 59 5 15 1 9 - 
IN,N 24 36 104 21 35 12 38 2 
IN,S 18 43 51 38 30 25 28 1 
WIE 14 22 105 6 32 - 33 2 
Wwi,w 5 22 70 10 1 2 15 1 

8TH 176 209 1,046 196 176 87 273 21 
AR,E 26 44 92 35 25 4 23 2 
AR,W 20 24 11 14 12 37 30 3 
1A,N 5 10 94 16 12 2 16 1 
IA,S 8 11 45 10 3 2 10 1 
MN 17 54 220 44 27 2 35 4 
MO,E 31 1 217 5 28 1 37 - 
MO,W 36 21 191 30 26 8 44 1 
NE 12 21 107 12 12 1 19 7 
ND 9 44 17 19 13 - 19 2 
SD 12 59 52 40 - 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 


Ciroult and District Under 


orn 14,342 106 08s 163 aa 667 1,180 3,070 42 
AK 273 2 10 A 1 46 23 39 
AZ 1,662 a) 46 50 7 83 93 234 1 
CA.N 1,603 6 90 20 12 103 303 4i7 7 
CAE 1,306 2 101 18 4 92 138 274 
Ao 3,643 10 M7 22 ) 189 248 919 13 
CAS 1,473 1 55 4 1 51 81 208 6 
HI 02 . "1 4 4 43 "1 78 
10 aN 3 6 4 . 22 18 62 1 
MI 450 20 ? 22 1 32 19 93 2 
NV 827 7 Rl ') 10 2 43 4 302 7 
OR 637 5 97 4 58 38 180 2 
WA. a 5 12 2 16 21 33 1 
WA.W 1,004 8 59 13 1 68 104 199 
GUAM 163 1 5 1 21 15 38 
NMI 8 4 3 
10TH 4,230 32 133 74 4 368 3% 0651 43 
co 962 3 3 "1 A 84 81 213 
KS 579 5 23 2 1 55 62 121 1 
NM 797 16 4 37 2 58 59 100 3 
OK,N 459 1 15 1 1 28 48 142 16 
OK.E 183 3 1 20 16 45 12 
OK,.W 564 6 28 5 59 37 158 10 
uT 548 1 22 10 2 48 26 143 1 
wy 138 1 2 7 2 6 8 29 
11TH 11,381 % 313 62 a4 657 771 2,036 124 
AL,N 843 . 26 3 5 85 54 157 25 
AL.M 499 . 17 1 97 50 86 2 
ALS 561 6 10 6 . 20 45 164 4 
FL.N 690 2 21 6 1 60 35 86 8 
FL.M 2,449 11 83 13 8 135 158 487 15 
FLS 3,521 qa 65 17 4 139 204 523 15 
GA.N 1,443 4 48 6 11 133 159 331 27 
GAM 679 3 22 3 6 128 29 104 8 
GAS 696 1 21 7 44 60 37 98 20 
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Table E-3. (Continued) 
GENERAL OFFENSES - CONTINUED nouns as —_= « SPECIAL OFFENSES ; 
DRUG LAWS 7 ] 
Forgery Weapons Liquor, 
Circult and District and Controlled and immigration internal Postal 
Counterfeiting ‘Marijuane Narcotics Substances Firearms Trattic Other _ Lews Revenue | Laws Other 
oTH 410 1,463 2,160 067 656 674 622 560 3 183 706 
AK 5 24 37 9 9 23 8 2 . 41 
AZ 37 374 163 49 78 82 85 103 9 120 
CA,N 42 120 298 91 44 128 79 16 36 92 
CAE 34 125 127 112 47 114 59 46 3 17 80 
CA,C 130 160 705 44 125 86 133 183 : 58 170 
CAS 32 262 217 193 49 10 39 149 . 26 99 
HI 8 32 66 10 4 18 1 . . 7 
ID 6 12 16 8 i) 9 5 1 18 
MT 14 41 58 29 1 27 . 2 28 
NV 51 28 69 41 34 47 50 10 . 24 29 
OR 16 82 147 66 45 5 34 7 . 2 45 
WA,E 12 50 69 5 30 5 19 14 - 1 16 
WA,W 23 135 159 25 43 60 45 8 7 47 
GUAM 1 18 29 5 2 . 16 7 . . 4 
NMI . . . . 1 . . 
10TH 133 366 867 206 227 221 224 62 . 36 247 
co 23 89 141 38 63 61 50 10 14 46 
KS 22 23 82 40 30 45 29 6 2 30 
NM 4 152 105 39 40 15 57 39 7 51 
OK,N 35 29 57 22 25 3 13 2 1 20 
OK,E 1 4 18 17 8 1 10 2 1 
OK,W 15 26 70 32 21 38 20 2 4 31 
UT 16 28 75 1 29 51 34 3 6 42 
wy 2 10 19 7 1 7 1 . 16 
11TH 601 1,313 2,402 602 456 509 596 96 17 37 428 
AL,N 73 61 107 73 37 56 33 . 13 3 32 
AL.M 28 22 56 16 22 55 24 2 . 4 17 
ALS 45 60 76 29 40 5 27 1 23 
FL,N 22 88 158 24 13 78 34 2 5 47 
FL,|M 136 357 584 79 110 50 104 32 . 6 81 
FL,S 174 573 1,076 225 153 2 161 46 1 3 121 
GA,N 64 71 197 118 49 54 98 Q 3 7 54 
GA,M 21 33 57 16 14 175 32 2 - 1 25 
GA,S 28 48 91 22 17 124 83 5 2 28 
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Table E-4. 


Federal Probation System - Probationers Received from Judges for Supervision, and by Length of Term 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL 
PROBATION | 1-6 1 12 19-23 24 
TOTAL 11,790 96 19 810 191 2,201 62 
pc 161 2 9 10 47 , 
187 299 6 2 34 2 79 { 
ME 23 2 3 9 
MA 136 ’ 15 32 
NH 35 1 2 10 
RI 22 ; 4 3 
PR 83 4 10 2 19 1 
2ND 1,240 9 4 108 12 220 3 
CT 135 , 13 28 
NY,N 96 30 6 42 
NYE 459 4 22 1 41 1 
NY,.S 423 3 1 27 5 78 2 
NY W 103 1 2 1 26 
VT 24 5 5 
3RD 901 5 : 47 4 174 6 
DE 37 : 2 
NJ 318 1 - 10 1 53 . 
PAE 393 2 ' 9 3 30 3 
PA.M 90 - - 17 - 58 1 
PAW 125 1 - 6 : 24 - 
Vi 28 1 3 8 1 
4TH 1,377 12 2 92 16 339 14 
MD 134 5 20 5 36 5 
NC,E 118 - - q 1 14 
NC,M 64 . , { 
NC,W 160 2 8 3 35 3 
SC 278 ’ 5 , 17 
VAE 264 4 , 34 119 , 
VA.W 183 - - 1 5 89 2 
WYV.N 75 - - - - 18 2 
WV,S 101 ‘ , , 10 2 


TERM OF SUPERVISION ( IN MONTHS ) 


151 


37 - 59 


o Z 


32 


o 2 @ 
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Percent to be 
Supervised 
2 years or more 


01.1 
86.1 


85.3 
78.3 
88.2 
91.4 
81.8 
80.7 


69.3 
88.9 
62.5 
94.1 
91.5 
86.4 
79.2 


94.3 
94.6 
96.2 
96.4 
81.1 
94.4 
85.7 


91.1 
76.9 
91.5 
96.9 
91.9 
97.5 
85.6 
91.3 
100.0 
95.0 


a) 
Table E-4. (Continued) 


TERM OF SUPERVISION ( IN MONTHS ) 
60 Average Percent to be 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL and Term Supervised 
PROBATION 1-6 7-11 12 13 - 23 24 25 - 35 36 37 - 69 Over (mos.) 2 yeers or more 

5TH 1,231 8 . 46 8 548 4 413 “1 98.0 
LAE 169 - . - . 1 1 78 2 77 46 100.0 
LAM 1 - - - . 1 - 5 - 5 45 100.0 
LA,W 105 - - 4 - 47 2 35 - 17 33 96.2 
MS,N 69 4 - 17 2 10 - 20 3 13 30 66.7 
MS,S 91 1 - 7 3 16 2 33 1 28 38 87.9 
TX,N 272 - : 7 2 23 - 119 5 116 44 96.7 
TX,E 93 - 4 - 23 2 34 5 25 38 95.7 
TX,S 285 2 - 5 y 2 165 27 75 42 97.5 
TX,W 136 1 - 1 1 14 - 59 3 57 44 97.8 

6TH 1,177 7 3 122 26 3008 7 404 a 169 32 86.7 
KY,E | - - 5 - 35 30 - 21 35 94.5 
KY,W 87 2 - 16 2 15 - 32 2 18 33 77.0 
MIE 189 : 1 2 2 47 1 114 6 16 34 97.4 
MI,wW 60 - - 11 3 26 1 15 1 3 26 76.7 
OH,N 218 1 - 22 : 108 : 74 2 1 28 89.4 
OH,S 166 - - 13 7 29 2 81 4 30 35 88.0 
TN,E 94 - - 16 - 16 : 37 4 21 36 83.0 
TN,M 94 2 1 12 - 18 1 35 - 25 35 84.0 
™N,W 178 2 1 25 11 75 2 46 2 14 27 78.1 

7TH 966 22 . 55 5 128 3 %67 72 314 40 91.5 
IL,N 491 g - 19 1 39 2 186 37 198 44 94.1 
IL,C 87 1 - 5 - 11 25 3 42 44 93.1 
IL,S 51 1 - 1 1 8 > 21 - 19 41 94.1 
INN 137 11 - 14 1 21 1 57 5 27 34 81.0 
IN,S 85 - - 5 1 33 - 32 4 5 32 92.9 
WIE 100 - - 11 1 14 - 38 17 19 38 88.0 
WI,W 15 - - - : 2 - 8 1 4 41 100.0 

8TH 613 4 ° 50 8 6 246 42 121 36 89.0 
AR,E 78 - - 5 . 11 1 51 3 7 35 93.6 
AR,W 26 - - - 1 5 : 16 1 3 36 96.2 
1A,N 31 - - 2 - 3 - 11 1 14 44 93.5 
\A,S 18 - 4 : 5 : 2 3 4 34 77.8 
MN 70 2 - 6 - 23 - 24 5 10 33 88.6 
MO,E 100 - - 3 - 19 - 52 5 21 38 97.0 
MO,W 90 - - 3 1 13 : 30 6 37 43 95.6 
NE 52 1 - 1 - 11 17 4 18 41 96.2 
ND 58 : - 5 4 24 4 15 2 4 29 84.5 
SD 90 1 : 21 2 22 1 28 12 3 29 73.3 
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Table E-4. (Continued) 


TERM OF SUPERVISION ( IN MONTHS ) | 

60 Average 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT TOTAL and Term 

PROBATION | 1-6 7-11 12 13 - 23 2) 25- 35 36 37 - 59 Over (mos.) 
OTH 1,809 1 . 108 18 107 1 734 84 656 42 
AK 46 2 : 4 . 8 20 1 1 36 
AZ 299 1 - 6 3 23 102 35 129 46 
CA,N 182 . : 10 1 18 72 5 76 43 
CA,E 174 1 8 . 43 85 . 37 36 
CA,C 304 2 : 14 2 23 136 10 117 43 
CA,S 178 : ° 1 WW 77 6 73 44 
HI 39 - : 3 . 3 : 23 10 39 
ID 46 1 - 5 3 13 . 14 . 10 33 
MT 77 - - 10 2 7 1 33 5 19 38 
NV 161 1 - 9 4 17 71 19 60 42 
OR 137 1 - 14 1 1 - 42 2 66 43 
WA,E 45 1 . 3 2 1 19 . 9 34 
WA,W 88 - : 10 8 . 33 1 36 42 
GUAM 10 1 - 1 1 5 2 34 
NMI 3 - - - : - 2 - 1 44 
625 3 2 68 6 136 3 287 20 130 36 
co 108 1 - 10 2 18 1 39 2 35 39 
KS 104 - 6 1 23 - 55 1 18 36 
NM 110 : 14 : 29 55 5 7 31 
OK,N 78 - . 6 1 6 : 37 7 21 40 
OK,E 24 - 1 1 4 1 12 1 4 36 
OK,W 45 : . 3 1 19 : 18 1 3 30 
UT 122 1 1 23 20 1 35 3 38 36 
wy 34 1 1 5 17 : 6 4 27 
1,311 7 : 72 17 228 10 477 63 437 40 
AL,N 128 : - 2 2 14 3 58 9 40 42 
AL,M 86 : 3 15 : 32 7 29 42 
AL,S 94 : - 4 2 35 53 48 
FL,N 72 1 - 1 - 7 1 31 - 31 44 
FL,M 316 2 24 6 96 a 104 11 69 35 
FL,S 309 2 : 23 9 49 2 123 26 75 38 
GA,N 162 1 - 6 30 44 5 76 44 
GA,M 68 - : 7 : 13 : 26 - 22 39 
GA,S 76 1 - 2 2 24 5 42 48 


NOTE: EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS AND TRANSFERS 
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Table E-7. 


Federal Probation System - Persons Removed from Supervision 
Without Violation and with Violation By Type During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TYPE OF SUPERVISION 


TOTAL 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 


U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 


FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 
MANDATORY RELEASE 
MILITARY PAROLE 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 


TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 


TOTAL 


___ REMOVED 


34,808 


12,875 


7,220 


4,901 
2,529 

398 
1,930 


4,955 


11,094 


6,092 


2,890 
1,901 

342 
1,371 


2,648 


EARLY TERMINATION 


| 
Total | Percent | Total | 


NO VIOLATION 
TERM EXPIRED 


| 


_ Percent Percent 
75.7 4,602 13.2 21,277 61.1 
86.2 2,089 16.2 8,853 68.8 
84.4 967 13.4 5,080 70.4 
59.0 708 14.4 2,144 43.7 
75.2 28 1.1 1,862 73.6 
85.9 28 7.0 311 78.1 
71.0 489 25.3 863 44.7 
53.4 293 5.9 2,164 43.7 


__OTHER' 


152 


45 


38 


191 


- | Percent 


1.3 


1.2 


0.6 
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Table E-7. (Continued) 
WITH VIOLATION 
TECHNICAL VIOLATION? MINOR VIOLATION? MAJOR VIOLATION‘ 
TYPE OF SUPERVISION 
TOTAL PERCENT Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent 
TOTAL 8,470 24.3 6,054 17.4 640 1.8 1,739 §.0 
FROM COURTS 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,781 13.8 1,307 10.2 103 0.8 335 2.6 
U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUDGE PROBATION 1,128 15.6 860 11.9 153 2.1 115 1.6 
FROM INSTITUTIONS 
FEDERAL PAROLE 2,011 41.0 1,399 28.5 130 2.7 482 9.8 
MANDATORY RELEASE 628 24.8 417 16.5 35 1.4 176 7.0 
MILITARY PAROLE 56 14.1 36 9.0 5 1.3 15 3.8 
SPECIAL PAROLE TERM 559 29.0 377 19.5 51 2.6 131 6.8 
TERM OF SUPERVISED RELEASE 2,307 46.6 1,658 33.5 163 3.3 485 9.8 


NOTE: EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AND DECEASED 


'DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FROM SUPERVISION DURING APPEAL AND OTHER 
REMOVALS FOR REASONS NOT CONSTITUTING A VIOLATION OR NEW OFFENSE 


?VIOLATION OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION OTHER THAN CONVICTION FOR A NEW OFFENSE 


CONVICTION FOR MINOR OFFENSES SUCH AS DRUNK DRIVING, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIOLATION, ETC. 
WHEN SENTENCE IS 90 DAYS OR LESS IMPRISONMENT, OR ONE YEAR OR LESS PROBATION OR A FINE 


‘INVOLVEMENT IN OR CONVICTION OF A NEW MAJOR OFFENSE, INCLUDING ABSCONDED FROM CUSTODY, ARRESTED ON ANOTHER 
CHARGE OR CONVICTED AND SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS IMPRISONMENT, OR MORE THAN ONE YEAR PROBATION 


Aro 
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Table F 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts - Bankruptcy Cases Commenced, Terminated and Pending 


During the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991 and 1992 


FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDING 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT Percent | | Percent | Percent 
1001 1902 Change 1901 1992 Change 1901) | 1902 Change 

TOTAL 010,068 O77 ATe 04 761,002 900,710 10.8 1,147,766 1,224,624 6.7 
oC 1,361 1,422 5.3 747 1,610 142.3 2,190 1,742 16.2 

187 31,387 26,178 12.3 20,300 90,126 478 40,767 46,620 12.4 
Me 22% 2,303 29 1,626 2,570 40.7 2,596 2,329 10.3 
MA 13,603 16,899 242 9,635 14,136 46.7 13,063 16,827 21.2 
NH 3,681 4,033 96 2,317 3,532 52.4 3,487 3,988 14.4 
Ri 3,258 3,757 16.3 2,479 3,640 46.8 2217 2,334 5.3 
PR 8,557 6,186 43 4,112 6,248 51.9 19,404 21,342 10.0 

2N0 51,300 61,506 10.7 36,470 64,613 420 63,000 60,962 10.9 
cT 7,401 9,303 25.7 4,500 8,721 93.8 7,521 8,103 77 
NY.N 8,371 9,491 13.4 10,112 8,066 20.2 9,377 10,802 15.2 
NYE 16,417 21,099 26.5 10,019 20,020 99.8 19,640 20,719 5.5 
NY,S 10,285 12,504 21.6 7,000 9,093 29.9 14,607 16,018 23.4 
NY.W 8,038 8,085 6 6,149 7,695 25.1 11,159 11,549 3.5 
vT 878 1,024 16.6 690 1,018 475 765 771 8 

3A0 44,262 61,190 16.6 30,625 47,020 10.0 86,643 00,783 73 
DE 1,241 1,529 23.2 262 925 253.1 2,679 3,283 22.5 
NJ 21,143 24,767 17.1 18,743 22,863 22.0 26,261 30,165 6.7 
PAE 11,056 12,802 15.8 10,540 12,790 21.3 16,272 15,284 ad 
PAM 4,902 §,251 71 3,747 4,333 15.6 4,980 5,898 18.4 
PAW 5,866 6,718 14.5 6,186 6,072 “19 5,343 5,989 12.1 
vi 44 63 43.2 47 37 21.3 108 134 24.1 

4TH 68,086 73,681 a2 46,361 64,371 380.8 04,537 93,847 11.0 
MD 13,632 16,679 22.4 6,882 11,075 60.9 18,450 24,054 30.4 
NC.E 5,592 5,620 5 3,700 5,456 475 7,059 7,223 2.3 
NC,.M 5,736 5,400 5.9 2,793 5,670 103.0 11,709 11,439 2.3 
NCW 5,200 4,817 7.4 2,461 3,183 29.3 10,617 12,251 15.4 
sc 7,145 7,478 47 5,131 6,251 21.8 9,717 10,944 12.6 
VA.E 20,144 22,503 11,7 15,843 21,469 35.5 17,135 18,169 6.0 
VA.W 6,589 6,632 7 5,688 7,020 23.4 5,986 5,598 6.5 
WV.N 1,356 1,538 13.4 1,233 1,509 22.4 1,306 1,335 2.2 
WV.S 2,692 3,014 12.0 2,650 2,738 3.3 2,558 2,834 10.8 

if 
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Table F. (Continued) 
| FILINGS TERMINATIONS | PENDING 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT Percent | | Percent | | Percent 
etnies 1901 | 1902 | Change | 91] se@2 | Change | __s901 _.1992 Change 

om a, se a4 4 72,39 an 3 113,887 118,162 oA 
LAE 5,412 5,700 5.3 4,728 5,460 16.5 8,038 8,278 3.0 
LA\M 1,636 1,426 -12.8 1,418 1,402 “11 3,557 3,581 7 
LA,W 6,570 7,041 72 7,075 6,668 -5.8 11,121 11,494 3.4 
MS,.N 4,339 4,112 5.2 3,262 4,138 26.9 5,611 5,585 «5 
MS,S 8,278 8,490 2.6 7,003 7,751 10,7 12,003 12,742 6.2 
TX,N 18,031 19,801 9.8 15,785 18,492 17.1 27,311 28,620 48 
TX,E 3,616 3,805 5.2 2,651 3,374 27.3 6,208 6,639 6.9 
TS 13,279 13,683 3.0 11,075 12,955 17.0 21,039 21,767 3.5 
TX,W 12,996 12,606 -3.0 11,517 12,099 §.1 18,939 19,446 2.7 

om 920298 0=—is«*108,002 of 101,378 126,000 24.2 171,138 171,200 : 
KY.E 7,321 6,918 5.5 3,913 9,703 148.0 14,260 11,475 -19.5 
KYW 8,257 8,262 A 7,534 8,002 6.2 7,383 7,643 3.5 
MILE 17,274 19,511 13.0 13,054 17,452 33.7 16,847 18,906 12.2 
MI.W 7,198 7,571 5.2 7,393 7,513 1.6 8,685 8,743 7 
OH,N 20,586 20,637 2 18,178 22,480 23.7 22,797 20,954 6.1 
OH,S 23,314 22,345 42 20,302 20,816 2.5 27,522 29,051 5.6 
TNE 12,218 11,990 -1.9 9,755 9,478 -28 16,436 18,948 15.3 
™N.M 12,632 11,315 -10.4 9,344 12,937 38.5 26,204 24,582 6.2 
TN.W 17,436 17,473 2 11,905 17,579 47.7 31,004 30,898 -4 

7™ 81,001 04,208 32 68,613 82,456 20.2 01,648 03,907 2.1 
1L,.N 29,871 31,979 7.1 25,182 30,357 20.6 34,951 36,573 4.6 
IL,C 7,485 7,559 1.0 5,194 8,594 65.5 8,634 7,599 -12.0 
iL.S 4,369 4,141 5.2 3,694 3,820 3.4 3,592 3,913 8.9 
IN.N 9,632 9,882 2.6 8,629 10,284 19.2 10,120 9,718 -4.0 
INS 17,832 18,359 3.0 15,729 18,601 18.3 11,162 10,920 2.2 
WILE 8,215 8,155 7 6,151 6,288 22 8,798 10,665 21.2 
Wwiew 4,197 4,130 1.6 4,034 4,512 11.8 4,391 4,009 -8.7 
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Table F. (Continued) 
| FILINGS | TERMINATIONS PENDING 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT | | Percent | | Percent | | Percent 
1991 1992 Change 1991 1992 Change | 1991! 1992 Change 

6TH 66,707 88,260 26 47,304 64,280 14.6 63,820 67,611 6.9 
ARE 5,109 5,194 17 3,894 5,333 37.0 9,200 9,061 1,5 
AR,W 2,951 3,281 11.2 2,410 3,287 36.4 3,615 3,609 “2 
\A.N 2,366 2,399 14 2,534 2,512 9 1,937 1,824 58 
iA,S 3,646 3,935 7.9 3,714 3,583 3.5 2,983 3,335 11.8 
MN 17,329 17,384 3 14,890 15,137 17 17,461 19,708 12.9 
MO,E 9,791 10,711 9.4 6,936 7,616 98 11,164 14,259 27.7 
MO,W 8,136 8,407 3.3 7,007 9,166 30.8 7,282 6,523 10.4 
NE 4,636 4,263 8.1 3,130 4,503 43.9 7,160 6,920 3.4 
NO 1,220 1,256 3.0 1,329 1,274 41 850 832 2.1 
SD 1,613 1,420 “12.0 1,490 1,848 24.0 2,168 1,740 -19.8 

OTH 200,200 226,768 13.9 172,469 180,661 10.0 246,716 282,833 16.1 
AK 1,064 1,090 2.4 972 975 3 1,616 1,731 7.1 
AZ 19,793 20,185 2.0 22,891 14,502 -36,7 25,680 31,363 22.1 
CA,N 23,012 27,567 19.8 20,617 24,525 19.0 32,973 36,015 9.2 
CA,E 20,697 23,733 14,7 18,756 22,857 21.9 23,889 24,765 3.7 
CA,C 75,493 89,931 19.1 55 384 67,513 21.9 87,415 109,833 25.6 
CAS 14,131 15,385 8.9 12,327 14,324 16.2 20,758 21,819 5.1 
HI 1,014 1,376 35.7 1,003 1,506 50.1 1,351 1,221 -9.6 
iD 4,185 4,209 6 4,233 4,024 49 5,566 5,751 3.3 
MT 2,143 2,044 -4.6 2,007 2,265 12.9 2,328 2,107 -9.5 
NV 7,075 7,863 11.1 5,353 6,654 24.3 12,113 13,322 10.0 
OR 13,888 14,383 3.6 12,099 12,455 29 13,779 15,707 14.0 
WA,E 3,978 3,843 -3.4 3,938 3,768 43 4,735 4,810 1.6 
WA,W 13,702 15,125 10.4 12,837 14,261 11.1 13,463 14,327 6.4 
GUAM 22 27 22.7 41 16 61.0 39 50 28.2 
NMI 3 7 133.3 1 6 500.0 11 1? 9.1 

10TH 87,076 $5,070 35 $4,901 61,529 13.1 71,236 64,777 9.1 
co 17,193 16,316 -§.1 16,079 19,941 24.0 25,247 21,622 -14.4 
KS 9,705 9,396 -3.2 9,671 11,441 18.3 14,115 12,070 -14.5 
NM 4,506 4,544 8 4,134 5,997 45.1 5,606 4,153 25.9 
OK,N 4,836 4,756 -1,7 4,183 3,760 “10.1 4,589 5,585 21.7 
OK,E 1,787 1,620 9.4 1,684 1,656 1,7 1,066 1,030 3.4 
OK,W 9,353 8,705 6.9 8,551 8,745 2.3 9,205 9,165 4 
UT 8,165 8,345 2.2 8,478 8,586 13 9,568 9,327 2.5 
WwY 1,531 1,388 -9.4 1,611 1,403 -12.9 1,840 1,825 --8 
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Table F. (Continued) 
FILINGS TERMINATIONS |. PENDING - — 
CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT Percent Percent Percent 
1991 1992 Change 1901 1992 Change 1991! 1992 Change 
AL,N -1 5,554 16,701 7.4 29,617 32,583 10.0 
AL,M 6,097 5,161 “15.4 4,136 4,416 6.8 9,649 10,394 7.7 
ALS 2,806 2,656 5.4 2,272 2,812 23.8 3,254 3,098 48 
FL,N 2,883 3,066 6.3 2,743 3,076 12.1 2,831 2,821 4 
FL,M 29,699 31,967 7.6 23,619 33,327 41.1 33,190 31,830 4.1 
FL,S 13,963 17,832 27.7 10,769 15,866 47.3 11,699 13,865 16.5 
GA,N 32,796 29,379 -10.4 24,866 25,327 1.9 34,590 38,642 11,7 
GA,M 10,367 9,924 43 8,935 7,193 -19.5 13,726 16,457 19.9 
GA,S 8,206 7,930 -3.4 4,917 7,868 60.0 14,478 14,540 A 
' REVISED 
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Table F-2. 


U.S. Bankruptcy Courts - Business and Nonbusiness Cases Commenced, By Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit 
and 


District | 


TOTAL 


1,846 
13,191 
3,575 
3,427 
1,695 


Chapter 
= 68 


a. nan & 


Total’ 


Business 
_| Filings | 


§ : 3 


88 


269 
362 
830 

6,238 
356 


Chapter 
7 


Chapter 
1 


Chapter | Chapter 
12 13 
1626 = «11,618 
. 1 
| 679 
2 68 
5 179 
2 18 
. 14 
15 400 
a 618 
2 1 
12 198 
3 36 
3 5 
4 263 
14 15 
3 404 
- 9 
3 62 
1 117 
2 158 
7 54 
4 
bi] 624 
7 186 
27 171 
3 114 
8 e 
13 7 
11 208 
9 75 
: 23 
1 40 


Total 


Nonbusiness 
Filings 


006,753 
1,258 


90,096 
1,905 
14,515 
3,764 
3,395 
7,356 


Chapter 
7 


11,070 
2,626 
1,349 
1,742 
3,847 

16,296 
5,222 
1,272 
2,407 


Chapter 


"1 


3,242 
26 


Chapter 
13 


266,112 
452 
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Table F-2. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and Total Chapter Chapter | Chapter Chapter Chapter 
District | Filings | => | 12 mt | 8 
LAE 5,700 3,767 118 3 1,812 180 93 84 3 - 5,520 3,674 34 1,812 
LA\M 1,426 1,029 36 1 360 71 30 4 1 6 1,355 999 2 354 
LA,W 7,041 3,937 11 89 2,904 627 318 11 89 109 6,414 3,619 . 2,795 
MS,N 4,112 2,612 46 16 1,438 186 99 46 16 25 3,926 2,513 - 1,413 
MS,S 8,490 4,793 107 1 3,579 309 167 93 1 38 8,181 4,626 14 3,541 
TX,N 19,801 11,492 591 68 7,649 2,070 1,000 544 68 457 17,731 10,492 47 7,192 
TX,E 3,805 2,225 142 13 1,425 516 216 133 13 154 3,289 2,009 4 1,271 
TX,S 13,683 7,784 536 19 5,343 1,439 593 490 19 336 12,244 7,191 46 5,007 
TX,W 12,606 6,652 343 28 §,581 763 321 300 28 112 11,843 6,331 43 5,469 
88 406 255 85 9 57 6,512 5,661 3 848 
KY,W 8,262 6,397 85 12 1,768 348 220 80 12 36 7,914 6,177 5 1,732 
MILE 19,511 14,656 339 27 4,488 1,163 668 324 27 143 18,348 13,988 15 4,345 
MI.W 7,571 5,747 137 26 1,661 664 354 131 26 153 6,907 5,393 6 1,508 
OH,N 20,637 16,192 215 43 4,187 970 568 204 43 155 19,667 15,624 1 4,032 
OH,S 22,345 15,837 202 29 6,277 889 513 194 29 153 21,456 15,324 8 6,124 
TNE 11,990 5,699 77 19 6,195 569 266 75 19 209 11,421 5,433 2 5,986 
T™N.M 11,315 5,562 205 12 5,536 906 477 191 12 226 10,409 5,085 14 5,310 
TN,W 17,473 4,273 158 4 13,038 364 145 146 4 69 17,109 4,128 12 12,969 
IL,N 31,979 5 5 129 30,378 22,304 13 8,061 
iL,C 7,559 6,612 59 52 52 64 7,049 6,275 772 
iL,S 4,141 3,024 29 19 19 60 3,685 2,676 - 1,009 
IN,N 9,882 8,560 122 18 18 54 9,392 8,257 7 1,128 
IN,S 18,359 16,235 220 18 18 92 17,574 15,768 12 1,794 
WIE 8,155 7,043 67 23 61 23 42 7,730 6,744 6 980 
WI,W 4,130 3,578 83 54 79 54 61 3,371 3,013 4 354 
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Table F-2. (Continued) 


Circuit Total Total 
Total Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Business| Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter | Nonbusiness | Chapter | Chapter | Chapter 
Filings 7 11 12 13 Filings 7 "1 12 13 Filings 7 11 13 

 620000— 48 4002808 83,648 38,242 10 14,367 
5,194 2,743 342 160 4,852 2,583 2 2,267 
3,281 2,271 243 130 3,038 2,141 3 894 
2,399 2,282 462 397 1,937 1,885 . 52 
3,935 3,478 197 151 3,738 3,327 1 410 
17,384 12,887 1,460 1,057 15,924 11,830 7 4,087 
10,711 5,947 389 253 10,322 5,694 4 4,624 
8,407 7,211 709 477 7,698 6,734 2 962 
4,263 3,051 343 148 3,920 2,903 1,017 
1,256 1,169 180 111 1,076 1,058 18 
1,420 1,264 277 177 1,143 1,087 - 56 
AK 1,090 197 131 893 811 5 77 
AZ 20,185 14,988 836 21 4,339 2,086 979 18,099 14,009 109 3,981 
CA.N 27,567 19,588 1,010 4 6,965 2,691 1,311 24,876 18,277 291 6,308 
CAE 23,733 18,615 477 43 4,598 2,562 1,449 21,171 17,166 42 3,963 
CA,C 89,931 74,144 2,591 15 13,181 6,517 4,110 83,414 70,034 839 12,541 
CAS 15,385 10,086 350 3 4,946 643 332 14,742 9,754 71 4,917 
Hi 1,376 1,230 66 80 139 78 1,237 1,152 7 78 
ID 4,209 2,860 73 51 1,225 511 245 3,698 2,615 7 1,076 
MT 2,044 1,735 55 47 207 239 110 1,805 1,625 1 179 
NV 7,863 5,751 299 1 1,812 527 160 7,336 5,591 18 1 
OR 14,383 9,958 108 10 4,307 1,171 582 13,212 9,376 7 3,829 
WA,E 3,843 3,081 83 47 632 479 252 3,364 2,829 7 528 
WA,W 15,125 11,198 309 5 3,611 1,236 694 13,889 10,504 8 3,377 
GUAM 27 23 2 . 2 13 1 14 12 . 2 

NMI 7 5 2 . . 4 2 2 . . 3 3 . 
co 11,360 2 3,800 
KS 7,309 4 1,461 
NM 3,453 10 608 
OK,N 3,409 3 781 
OK,E 1,352 . 135 
OK,W 6,808 4 1,491 
UT 5,704 7 2,039 
WY 1,147 2 107 
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Table F-2. (Continued) 


Circuit 
and Total Chapter Chapter Chapter 

District | Filings 7 " 12 

11TH 127,662 74,799 2246 = 100 
ALN 19,667 7,470 158 7 
AL.M 5,161 1,939 33 2 
ALS 2,656 1,863 36 6 
FL.N 3,066 2,736 69 4 
FL.M 31,967 26,811 767 28 
FL.S 17,832 14,925 631 4 
GA.N 29,379 12,322 427 2 
GA,M 9,924 4,245 81 38 
GAS 7,930 2,422 46 13 


Total’ 
Chapter Business 
13 Filings 
50,488 6,963 
12,032 974 
3,187 323 
751 a4 
252 159 
4,360 1,742 
2,269 1,136 
16,628 1,791 
5,560 163 
5,449 571 


ley Chapter 
7 "1 12 13 


560 138 7 269 
161 31 2 129 
48 27 6 13 
69 57 9 24 
821 628 28 264 
564 547 4 18 
859 395 2 535 
50 74 38 1 
258 44 13 256 


Chapter 


Total 

Nonbusiness | Chapter 

Filings 7 
120,620 71,343 
16,693 6,910 
4,838 1,778 
2,562 1,815 
2,907 2,667 
30,225 25,990 
16,696 14,361 
27,588 11,463 
9,761 4,195 
7,359 2,164 


NOTE BUSINESS FILINGS MAY BE UNDERSTATED SLIGHTLY DUE TO IMPROPER CLASSIFICATION OF CASES IN THE 


AVIOMATED DOCKETING SYSTEMS 


' TOTAL BUSINESS FILINGS INCLUDE TOTALS FROM THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS AND CHAPTERS IN ADDITION 1O THE TOTALS FROM CHAPTER 7, CHAPTER |! 


CHAPTER 12, AND CHAPTER 13 CASES 
PR - SECTION 304 #0! 

WV.N- CHAPTER 9 «0! 

IX.S- CHAPTER 9 = 0! IX.W - CHAPTER 9 
MO.W- CHAPTER 9 # OF NE - CHAPTER 9 
WA.W- CHAPTER 9 # O! WA.W - SECTION 304 
FLLM - SECTION 304 #0! Fi.S - SECTION 304 


Cl. CHAPTER 9 
WV.S - CHAPIER 9 


« 02 
- 0) 
= 02 
« 03 
#0) 
«03 


NY.S - SECTION 304 
IX.N - CHAPTER 9 
MILE - CHAPTER 9 
AZ - SECTION 304 
CO - CHAPTER 9 


#19 
«0! 
#0! 
#0! 
= 04 


Table F-8. 

U.S. Bankruptcy Courts - Adversary Proceedings Commenced, 
Terminated and Pending Under the Bankruptcy Code 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Oc 


Pending | Pending 
Circuit and District September 30, 1991 Filed | Terminated September 30, 1992 

TOTAL 107,266 90,471 64,953 132,783 

DC 206 271 129 348 
18T 3,085 2,010 1,763 3,332 

ME 348 203 257 294 
MA 1,631 1,195 1,018 1,808 
NH 283 204 147 340 
RI 257 218 237 238 
PR 566 190 104 652 
2ND 8,261 6,290 4,436 10,115 

CT 1,198 746 687 1,257 
NY,N 795 478 492 781 
NY,E 1,606 1,488 1,070 2,024 
NY,S 4,035 2,909 1,451 §,493 
NY,W 429 566 595 400 
VT 198 103 14) 160 
3RO 7,411 5,951 6,070 8,292 

DE 253 179 141 291 
NJ 4,004 2,290 1,933 4,361 
PA,E 1,955 1,868 1,701 2,122 
PA.M 623 526 430 719 
PA,W 556 1,074 865 765 
Vl 20 14 : 34 
4TH 8,315 4,338 4,261 8,393 

MD 2,656 985 671 3,070 
NC,E 297 323 345 275 
NC,M 736 258 582 412 
NC,W 1,106 491 567 1,030 
SC 694 454 445 703 
VA,E 1,799 990 919 1,870 
VA,W 631 541 522 550 
WV,N 202 126 136 192 
WV,S 294 A ATL 174 291 
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Table F-8. (Continued) 


Circuit and District 


Pending 
September 30, 1991 


MO,W 7r 
NE J 


GCL 


Table F-8. (Continued) 
Pending Pending 

Circuit and District September 30, 1991 Filed Terminated =| September 30,1992 — 
AK 328 125 128 325 
AZ 4,381 1,747 4,035 2,093 
CA,N 3,408 2,411 1,842 3,977 
CA,E 2,377 1,268 1,397 2,248 
CA,C 13,490 6,432 2,161 17,761 
CA,S 1,860 980 39 2,801 
HI 287 77 128 236 
ID 504 333 359 478 
MT 157 166 158 165 
NV 1,083 473 389 1,167 
OR 765 1,029 1,004 790 
WA,E 665 237 299 603 
WA,W 1,548 1,045 891 1,702 
GUAM 5 10 4 1 
NMI 2 . 1 1 

AS 4,601 7,323 

1,477 1,669 
1,043 1,871 
329 545 
350 716 
123 95 
363 999 
852 1,217 
54 211 
20,576 
1,456 
329 
697 
561 
22,827 
765 
2,240 
307 
394 
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Table G-1. 


U.S. Court of international Trade - Cases Filed and Terminated 
Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991 and 1992 


Summary of Workload 1991 1992 increase/Decrease 
Cases Pending on October 1 3,447 2,991" -456 
Total Cases Filed 1,021 939 -82 
Total Cases Terminated 1,487 1,393 -94 
After Trial, Hearing 

or Submission 62 109 47 
After Submission on Agreed 

Statement of Facts 758 548 -210 
After Dispositive Order 52 85 33 
After Dismissal 615 651 36 
Cases Pending on September 30 2,981 2,537 -444 


* As a result of a physical inventory of cases taken at the beginning of Fiscal Year 1992, 


the pending case count has been adjusted from 2,981 to 2,991. 
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Table G-2A. 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims - Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
For the Year Ended September 30, 1992 


PENDING OCTOBER 1, 1991' FILED TERMINATED PENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 1992 
Type of Case Cases Plaintiffs’ Cases | Plaintiffs Cases | Plaintifts Cases Plaintiffs 
Total Cases 5,618 25,641 924 5,160 1,652 6,330 4,890 24,471 

Service Pay 75 363 62 71 49 49 88 385 
Civilian Pay 120 10,693 44 3,733 38 365 126 14,061 
Contract 826 1,067 269 455 431 452 664 1,070 
Indian 31 3,486 12 17 9 23 34 3,480 
Indian (Transfer) 12 12 : : 1 1 11 11 
Patent 24 24 11 11 4 4 31 31 
Property (taken) 131 1,193 70 388 62 66 139 1,515 
Tax 635 5,032 214 232 314 4,625 535 639 
Declaratory judgments 

(tax exempt) 2 2 2 2 4 4 - - 
Renegotiation - : - . : - - - 
Transportation 46 52 2 2 8 8 40 46 
Miscellaneous 48 49 26 28 45 45 29 32 
Oil Spill 6 6 2 2 5 5 3 3 
Declaratory judgments 

(contract) 7 7 22 23 19 20 10 10 
Tris 8 8 - - - - 8 8 
Congressional 

Reference Cases’ 6 6 - - - - 6 6 
Vaccine 

Compensation’ 3,641 3,641 188 196 663 663 3,166 3,174 

‘Revised 


‘Plaintiffs include petitioners in vaccine compensation cases. 
’The congressional reference cases are received pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1492 and the vaccine cases 
are received pursuant to 42 U.S.C. Section 300aa-1 et seq. 
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Table G-2B. 
U.S. Court of Federal Claims, Judgments and Appeals 
For the Year Ended September 30, 1992 


Amount of Judgments 

Number of cases terminated 1,652 
Number of plaintiffs terminated 6,330 
Amount claimed $69,705,259,478 
Judgments for plaintiffs $251,795,182 
Amount of above judgments for plaintiffs carrying interest $107,052,811 
Judgments on defendants’ counterclaims or offsets $12,444,361 

Amount of above judgments for defendants on counterclaims or 
offsets carrying interest $7,581,574 

Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Appeals pending October 1, 1991 116 
Appeals filed October 1, 1991 to September 30, 1992 179 
Appeals terminated October 1, 1991 to September 30, 1992 147 
Affirmed 95 
Reversed (including those in part) 22 
Appeals dismissed 30 
Appeals pending September 30, 1992 148 
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Table H-1. 
U.S. District Courts’ Pretrial Services Act 
Cases Activated for the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TYPE OF CASE PRETRIAL DIVERSION 
Circuit and District PSA Cases Indictment Material Rule 40 Cases 
Activated’ Complaints Information — Superceding Witness Other (Transfers Out Activated = Pre-charged’ Post-charged’ 

TOTAL 68,008 29,045 27,206 WH 308 43s 4,232 2,380 2,004 376 

18T 1,621 437 778 0 3 3 127 01 86 5 
ME 203 68 133 0 0 2 9 5 5 0 
MA 499 202 297 0 0 0 48 33 32 1 
NH 98 9 89 0 0 0 4 18 16 2 
Ri 230 112 118 0 0 0 14 1 1 0 
PR 591 446 141 0 3 1 52 34 32 2 

2ND 6,321 4,146 1,143 1 7 26 206 94 62 42 
CT 332 112 209 0 0 1 21 1 11 0 
NY,N 399 281 112 0 3 3 21 18 18 0 
NYE 1,992 1,795 195 0 0 2 132 0 0 0 
NYS 1,889 1,574 307 1 3 4 101 48 7 4) 
NY.W 566 310 250 0 1 5 19 17 16 1 
VT 143 73 70 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 

3RO 3,491 1,634 1,814 0 6 37 263 234 126 109 
DE 147 66 81 0 0 0 9 1 0 1 
NJ 1,253 828 399 0 1 25 141 165 75 90 
PAE 1,039 341 691 0 0 7 56 16 16 0 
PA.M 382 76 304 0 2 0 18 38 34 
PAW 368 65 301 0 1 1 36 14 0 14 
vi 302 258 38 0 2 4 3 0 0 0 

4TH 5,859 1,865 3,946 0 6 52 268 419 389 50 
MD 750 370 370 0 2 8 53 36 33 3 
NCE 1,108 165 936 0 1 6 53 46 44 2 
NC.M 334 67 267 0 0 0 16 30 17 13 
NCW 727 149 572 0 0 6 37 33 23 10 
Sc 620 211 402 0 0 7 29 32 19 13 
VALE 1,274 647 607 0 3 17 44 216 210 6 
VA.W 450 112 330 0 0 8 24 10 8 2 
WV.N 187 8 179 0 0 0 0 8 8 0 
Wwv,S 409 126 283 0 0 0 2 8 7 1 
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Table H-1. (Continued) 


. TYPE OF CASE | | PRETRIAL DIVERSION 
Circuit and District PSA Cases indictment Material Rule 40 Cases 
Activated’ Complaints Information Superceding Witness Other (Transfers Out) Activated Pre-charged’ Post-charged’ 

6TH 6,416 4,773 9,624 1 62 3 649 340 303 37 
LA,E 699 318 376 0 0 5 48 26 22 4 
LA,M 55 6 48 0 0 1 7 8 8 0 
LA,W 279 51 227 0 0 1 33 se) 8 1 
MS,N 180 39 128 0 1 12 8 20 14 6 
MS,S 374 170 197 0 3 4 36 19 19 0 
TX,N 1,123 459 660 0 2 2 108 83 77 6 
TX,E 399 88 311 0 0 0 26 30 27 3 
TX,S 2,525 1,724 767 0 26 8 273 33 19 14 
TX,W 2,782 1,918 810 1 50 3 104 112 109 3 

6TH 5,198 1,062 3,006 101 7 49 266 246 201 46 
KY,E 316 117 195 0 0 4 13 10 6 4 
KYW 419 75 334 0 2 8 18 6 4 2 
MIE 1,508 711 674 101 4 18 82 146 118 28 
MI,W 256 57 199 0 0 0 12 23 23 0 
OH,N 727 244 48° 0 1 1 40 { 1 0 
OH,S 826 337 485 0 0 4 48 0 0 0 
TNE 378 97 275 0 0 6 26 12 3 q 
TN.M 106 65 40 0 0 1 7 44 43 1 
TN,W 579 249 323 0 0 7 19 4 3 1 

7TH 2,733 1,062 1,647 5 4 25 180 65 63 2 
IL,N 1,006 625 372 5 1 3 97 34 32 2 
IL,C 287 63 217 0 2 5 14 1 1 0 
iL,S 264 76 188 0 0 0 10 2 2 0 
INN 354 91 261 0 0 2 12 3 3 0 
IN.S 306 121 177 0 0 8 32 7 7 0 
WIE 356 36 319 0 0 1 15 1 1 0 
wi,w 160 40 113 0 1 6 4 17 17 0 

8TH 2,774 83s 1,013 3 7 6 184 218 213 2 
ARE 320 68 250 0 1 1 16 67 67 0 
AR,W 104 20 83 0 0 1 3 13 13 0 
|A,N 127 25 102 0 0 0 7 7 7 0 
IAS 147 31 115 0 1 0 12 4 3 1 
MN 441 161 275 0 3 2 28 1 1 0 
MO,E 477 201 271 0 0 5 33 82 82 0 
MO,W 476 179 294 1 2 0 28 18 17 1 
NE 261 43 214 0 0 4 18 18 18 0 
NO 192 68 119 2 0 3 7 2 2 0 
SO 229 39 190 0 0 0 2 3 3 0 
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Table H-1. (Continued) 


Rule 40 


So ceenehamiiont _TVPE OF CASE . : 

Circuit and District PSA Cases Indictment’ Material 
Activated’ | Complaints Information Superceding Witness Other 7 
AK 331 74 256 0 0 1 
AZ 2,895 2,411 48) 0 1 2 
CA,N 740 508 214 2 4 12 
CAE 609 385 198 1 10 15 
CA,C 2,186 1,420 677 0 82 7 
CA,S 2,855 2,636 200 0 2 17 
HI 235 189 43 0 2 1 
1 8) 161 24 132 0 0 5 
MT 253 68 183 0 0 2 
NV 743 401 333 0 2 7 
OR 661 250 405 0 2 4 
WA,E 361 148 211 0 0 2 
WA,W 522 234 265 0 6 17 
GUAM 85 41 42 0 1 1 
NMI 9 5 4 0 0 0 
co 590 289 289 0 3 9 
KS 311 28 281 2 0 0 
NM 990 658 228 0 103 1 
OK,N 189 23 158 0 8 0 
OK,E 86 10 76 0 0 0 
OK,W 416 275 134 1 5 1 
UT 275 129 142 0 0 4 
wy 120 41 77 0 0 2 
11TH 7,148 2,616 4,406 0 45 80 
AL,N 388 86 301 0 0 1 
AL,M 315 66 247 0 0 2 
ALS 393 86 306 0 0 1 
FL,N 373 100 270 0 0 3 
FL.M 1,491 520 964 0 2 5 
FL,S 2,398 1,152 1,151 0 37 58 
GA,N 826 439 380 0 3 4 
GA,M 563 62 495 0 2 4 
GA,S 398 104 291 0 1 2 


Transters Out Activated 


1 


422 
126 


Cases 


_ PRETRIAL DIVERSION 


Sroenenge®” | __Sesvohengey” 


200 280 
26 26 
42 22 
65 64 

2 2 
40 37 
7 6 
0 0 
8 7 
29 22 
15 10 
3 1 
33 24 
29 29 
0 0 
0 0 
167 140 
5 2 
42 32 
4) 4) 
0 0 
10 9 
21 19 
48 46 
0 0 

210 193 

53 52 
1 1 
13 10 
0 0 
81 81 
4 2 
2 0 
9 8 
47 39 


“0 
0 


NM 
coco o On vn —-" O- GOO —- © 


— 


- 
~ ON ND —- CO OC OC @® 


o-- NON OCO COQ OC — 


NOTE: EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


1 A PSA CASE |S ACTIVATED ON EACH CRIMINAL DEFENDANT 


THIS COLUMN MAY INCLUDE PERSONS COUNTED ONCE AS A PSA CASE, BUT NAMED IN MORE THAN ONE CRIMINAL FILING 


2 NOT CHARGED IN U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
3 CHARGED IN U.S DISTRICT COURT 
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Table H-2. 


U.S. District Courts" Pretrial Services Act, PSA Interviews 
and Type of Bail Report for the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit & District 


TOTAL 


18T 


PAE 
PA.M 
PAW 


NC,E 
NC,M 
NC,W 


VA.E 

VA,W 
WV,N 
WV.S 


PSA Cases 


Activated | 


56,006 = 40,968 = 85.0 4,060 


1,621 
203 
499 

98 
230 
591 


5,321 
332 
399 

1,992 

1,889 
566 
143 


3,401 
147 
1,253 
1,039 
382 
368 
302 


5,859 
750 
1,108 
334 
727 
620 
1,274 
450 
187 
409 


INTER 


Total | 


1,540 
199 
47) 


128 
1,169 
1,026 


4,717 
725 
198 
328 
705 
559 

1,223 
424 
186 
369 


INTERVIEW STATUS 


VIEWE 


98.0 
94.4 
81.6 
99.6 
94.9 


96.1 
66.0 
97.7 
98.1 
98.4 
90.8 
86 .() 


04.4 
87.1 
93.3 
98.7 
86.6 
96.7 
94.0 


80.6 
96.7 
17.9 
98.2 
97.0 
90.2 
96.0 
94.2 
99.5 
90.2 


REFUSED 
INTERVIEW 
7.0 
a 2 
2 1.0 
"1 2.2 
6 6.1 
1 4 
27 4.6 
109 2.0 
28 8.4 
2 5 
34 1.7 
1 6 
20 3.5 
14 9.8 
so 8 24 
18 §= 12.2 
15 1.2 
5 5 
19 5.0 
10 2.7 
18 6.0 
150 2.6 
21 2.8 
8 7 
2 6 
18 2.5 
16 2.6 
39 3.1 
13 2.9 
0 0 
33 8.1 


NOT 
INTERVIEWED | 
s Total = Pet. = 

4,670 80 
4 624 
1.0 
17 3.4 
12 12.2 
0 0 
3 5 
54 8=— 2.9 
85 25.6 
7 1.8 
4 2 
20 141 
32 5.7 
6 4.2 
192 0=— 3.2 
1 7 
69 5.5 
8 8 
32 8.4 
2 5 
0 0 
992 «16.9 
4 5 
902 814 
4 1.2 
4 6 
45 73 
12 g 
13 2.9 
1 5 
7 1.7 


PREBAIL 
With 

99.0 201 
83.4 410 
77.6 74 
99.1 227 
97.3 569 
63.6 207 
96.7 377 
98.8 1,964 
95.3 1,783 
73.1 403 
91.6 131 
7 808008 
91.2 127 
84 8 982 
83.0 749 
94.5 359 
927 329 
41.7 123 
70.8 4,173 
92.4 678 
96.1 929 
97.6 250 
47.2 311 
72.3 425 
83.3 861 
77.8 336 

Bn 15 
91.7 368 


TYPE OF REPORT 


Without 


POSTBAIL 
_ Total Pct. 
4,275 TA 
66 41 
0 0 
51 10.2 
5 5.1 
0 0 
10 1.7 
225 42 
a4 13.3 
7 1.8 
10 5 
35 1.9 
123 21.7 
6 4.2 
232 6.6 
2 1.4 
45 3.6 
125 12.0 
15 3.9 
19 5.2 
26 8.6 
900 18.4 
45 6.0 
27 2.4 
3 9 
339 46.6 
111 17.9 
192 15.1 
85 18.9 
69 36.9 
29 7.1 


OTHER 
Total Pct. 
612 1.1 
24 1.5 
0 0 
19 3.8 
3 3.1 
2 4 
0 0 
72 14 
51 15.4 
3 8 
3 2 
11 6 
4 7 
0 0 
104 3.0 
0 0 
22 1.8 
5 5 
1 3 
1 3 
75 248 
35 4 
5 7 
3 3 
2 6 
3 4 
5 8 
10 8 
3 7 
1 5 
3 7 


NO REPORT 
| Total Pct. 
1944033 
35 2.2 
2 1.0 
13 2.6 
14 = 14.3 
0 0 
6 1.0 
113 2.1 
26 78 
3 8 
10 5 
43 2.3 
25 44 
6 4.2 
269 "WT 
1 7.5 
124 9.9 
47 4.5 
5 1.3 
7 1.9 
75 24.8 
247 4.2 
7 9 
13 1.2 
3 9 
42 5.8 
56 9.0 
11 9 
12 2.7 
101. = 54.0 
2 5 


Ore 


Table H-2. (Continued) 
INTERVIEW STATUS TYPE OF REPORT 
REFUSED NOT 
| INTERVIEWED INTERVIEW INTERVIEWED PREBAIL POSTBAIL OTHER NO REPORT 
Circuit & District | PSA Cases With | Without 
Activated Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pet. Tote! | Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pct. Total | Pct. Total Pct. 

9.3 1 Jd 671 96.0 669 2 24 3.4 0 0 4 6 
1.8 1 18 51 92.7 50 1 0 0 1 18 3 5.5 
279 3.9 15 «5.4 269 96.4 262 7 3 1.1 34 4 1.4 
180 11 3 #17 140 «77.8 133 7 27 ~—Ss«15.0 10 56 3 1.7 
374 8.0 6 16 374 100.0 372 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1,123 1,063 94.7 4y 4.4 1 1.0 1,059 94.3 1,016 43 47 4.2 5 4 12 1.1 
399 379 95.0 9 2.3 11 28 367 92.0 346 21 14 3.5 4 10 14 3.5 
2,525 2,443 96.8 65 2.6 17 7 2,384 94.4 2,319 65 120 4.8 4 2 17 7 
2,782 2,664 95.8 100 3.6 18 6 2,688 96.6 2,623 65 76 2.7 5 2 13 5 
KY,E 316 301 95. 7 2.2 8 25 252 79.7 247 5 38 =: 12.0 16 «5.1 10 3.2 
KY,W 419 396 «94.5 1 2.6 12 29 185 442 150 35 179 42.7 12 29 43 10.3 
MILE 1,508 1,491 98.9 9 6 8 5 1,327 88.0 1,306 21 122 8.1 5 3 54 3.6 
MI,W 256 252 98.4 4 1.6 0 0 249 «(97.3 248 1 6 2.3 1 4 0 0 
OH,N 727 629 86.5 32 4.4 66 89.1 701 += 96.4 681 20 14 1.9 2 3 10 1.4 
OH,S 826 742 89.8 26 3.1 58 = 7.0 773 (93.6 736 37 48 5.8 0 0 5 6 
TNE 378 348 92.1 H 2.1 22 «5B 315 = 83.3 294 21 17 4.5 4 14 42 114 
TN.M 106 83 78.3 17 16.0 6 57 78 «= 73.6 68 10 2307 1 9 4 3.8 
TN,W 579 536 92.6 10 1.7 33 s«S 7 301 52.0 296 5 261 45.1 2 3 15 2.6 
7TH 27393 8 =—_ 2,886 88S 16 0= 72 21 674 | 2170) 787 80eB C31 2 0Cti«é a 18 237-0 «OA 
IL,N 1,006 794 78.9 99 9.8 113° 11.2 721.0 71.7 660 61 73 7.3 17 «417 195 19.4 
IL,C 287 249 86.8 18 6.3 20 +70 261 90.9 239 22 14 4.9 1 3 1 3.8 
IL,S 264 247 93.6 1 4.2 6 23 190 72.0 181 9 58 22.0 1 4 15 5.7 
IN.N 354 338 95.5 8 2.3 8 23 335 94.6 326 9 16 4.5 0 0 3 8 
IN,S 306 246 80.4 37, «12.1 23 «75 251 82.0 231 20 15 4.9 13 42 27 8.8 
Wwi,e€ 356 339 95.2 10 2.8 7 20 275. «77.2 275 0 69 19.4 10 28 2 6 
wi,W 160 123 76.9 13 8.1 24 = 15.0 146 «91.3 136 10 4 2.5 6 38 4 2.5 


{f= 
J 
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Table H-2. (Continued) 


INTERVIEW STATUS TY PE OF REPORT 
REFUSED NOT 
INTERVIEWED INTERVIEW INTERVIEWED PREBAIL POSTBAIL tL OTHER NO REPORT 

Circuit & District | PSA Cases Witt Without 
ele Activated Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pct. Total Pct. Total Pct. 

stH 2,776 2.509 937 &% 30 $= #33 2467 889 2,416 51 608 88 8.2 eo 023 
AR,E 320 318 99.4 2 6 0 0 260 81.3 259 1 50 15.6 3 9 7 2.2 
AR,W 104 81 77.9 12 11.5 11 10.6 56 53.8 53 3 40 38.5 1 1.0 7 6.7 
A,N 127 117 92.1 4 3.1 6 4.7 121 95.3 120 1 1 8 3 2.4 2 1.6 
IA,S 147 133 90.5 1 7 13 8.8 140 95.2 140 0 7 48 0 0 0 0 
MN 441 406 92.1 23 5.2 12 2.7 397 90.0 394 3 29 6.6 u 2.0 6 1.4 
MO,E 477 471 98.7 4 8 2 4 475 99.6 473 2 2 4 0 0 0 0 
MO,W 476 468 98.3 6 1.3 2 4 473 99.4 473 0 1 2 0 0 2 4 
NE 26) 209 80.1 17 6.5 35 13.4 165 63.2 163 2 13 5.0 54 20.7 29 11.1 
ND 192 177 92.2 9 4.7 6 3.1 163 84.9 130 33 5 2.6 15 7.8 9 4.7 
SD 229 219 95.6 6 2.6 4 1.7 217 94.8 211 6 8 3.5 3 1.3 1 4 

9TH 12,646 7,003 «ORS iSS218G = 2,801 «189 = 1,189 82 BO? ee 4002t—ié7« eo 868 “12 86033 
AK 331 233 70.4 33 10.0 65 19.6 309 93.4 228 81 3 9 4 1.2 15 4.5 
AZ 2,895 1,893 65.4 132 4.6 870 §630.1 2,754 95.1 1,835 919 81 2.8 11 4 49 1.7 
CA,N 740 59 90.4 12 1.6 133 = 18.0 504 68.1 334 170 148 20.0 8 1.1 80 10.8 
CA,E 609 316 51.9 126 20.7 167 27.4 586 96.2 584 2 22 3.6 1 2 0 0 
CA,C 2,186 1,911 A7.4 227 10.4 48 2.2 2,106 96.3 2,097 4 15 7 21 1.0 44 2.0 
CA,S 2,855 691 21.8 1,255 44.0 979 34.3 2,138 749 2,114 24 598 20.9 10 4 109 3.8 
HI 235 160 68.1 55 23.4 20 8.5 211 89.8 203 8 2 9 15 6.4 7 3.0 
1D 161 148 91.9 10 6.2 3 1.9 156 96.9 156 0 4 2.5 0 0 1 6 
MT 253 230 90.9 6 2.4 17 6.7 203 80.2 199 4 11 43 3 1.2 36 14.2 
NV 743 639 86.0 87 11.7 17 2.3 705 94.9 705 0 29 3.9 1 4d 8 1.1 
OR 661 405 61.3 235 35.6 21 3.2 647 97.9 642 5 12 1.8 2 3 0 0 
WA,E 361 319 88.4 26 7.2 16 4.4 251 69.5 159 92 52 14.4 1 3 57 15.8 
WA,W 522 341 65.3 146 28.0 35 6.7 494 94.6 466 28 24 4.6 1 2 3 6 
GUAM 85 84 98.8 1 1.2 0 0 81 95.3 77 4 1 1.2 0 0 3 3.5 
NMI g 8 88.9 1 11.1 0 0 8 88.9 8 0 0 0 1 11.1 0 0 

10TH 2,977 2,544 85.5 220 7.4 213 72 2,664 89.5 2,549 115 135 45 40 1.3 138 4.8 
co 590 557 94.4 23 3.9 10 1.7 535 90.7 518 17 20 3.4 3 5 32 5.4 
KS 311 286 92.0 9 2.9 16 5.1 264 84.9 247 17 15 48 1 3 31 10.0 
NM 990 800 80.8 133 13.4 57 5.8 923 93.2 874 49 60 6.1 2 2 5 5 
OK,N 189 177 93.7 4 48 3 1.6 187 98.9 187 0 0 0 0 0 2 1.1 
OK,E 86 62 72.1 5 5.8 19 22.1 80 93.0 80 0 0 0 1 1.2 5 5.8 
OK,W 416 301 72.4 27 6.5 88 21.2 361 86.8 345 16 11 2.6 25 6.0 19 46 
UT 27F 264 96.0 6 2.2 5 1.8 242 88.0 231 11 11 40 1 4 21 7.6 
WY 120 97 80.8 8 6.7 15 12.5 72 0.0 67 5 18 15.0 7 5.8 23 19.2 

or 
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Table H-2. (Continued) 


ig wees ess «ne maanmmcacaries = ti SET ACE 
REFUSED NOT 
ae | ey INTERVIEWED PREBAIL | _POSTBAIL | OTHER NO REPORT 
L = sone Gone Groen I GA ieee Ge ene Gee eee 
Circuit & District | PSA Cases | wn | Without : | | 
si AC tivated Total Pct. | Total Pct. Total | Pct. Total | Pct. | Recom. | Recom. | Total Pct. Total | Pet. Total | Pct. 


11TH a ee eS ee 
AL,N 388 23 5.9 29 7.5 378 97.4 9 a 1.0 2 5 4 1.0 
AL,M 315 8 2.5 35 «114 226 71.7 22 1 3 1 3 87 27.6 
AL,S 393 91.3 22 5.6 12 3.1 383 97.5 2 2 5 5 1.3 3 8 
FL,N 373 85.0 39 10.5 17 4.6 307 82.3 67 27 7.2 7 1.9 32 8.6 
FL.M 1,491 88.1 128 8.6 49 3.3 1,437 96.4 77 38 2.5 1 A 15 1.0 
FL,S 2,398 94.7 109 4.5 19 8 2,224 92.7 104 144 6.0 25 1.0 5 2 
GA,N 826 96.4 20 2.4 10 1.2 762 92.3 12 57 6.9 3 4 4 5 
GA,M 563 97.7 6 1.1 7 1.2 547 97.2 5 10 1.8 3 5 3 5 
GA,S 398 96.5 6 1.5 8 2.0 386 97.0 3 8 2.0 0 0 4 1.0 
“NOTE: EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Nor 
cy 
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Table H-3. 


U.S. District Courts - Pretrial Services Act, Release and Detention at the Initial Hearing 
For the Twelve Month period Ended September 30, 1992 


Detained 
Unable to 
Make Bai! 


PSA Cases 

Circuit and District Activated 
TOTAL 58,098 
1ST 1,621 
ME 103 
MA 499 
NH G8 
Ri 230 
PR 591 
2ND §,321 
CT 332 
NY,N 199 
NYE 1,992 
NYS 1,889 
NY ,W 566 
VT 143 
3RD 3,491 
DE 147 
NJ 1,253 
PAE 1,039 
PAM 382 
PAW 368 
Vi 302 
4TH 5,859 
MD 750 
NCE 1,108 
CM 334 
NC .W 727 
SC 620 
VA E | 274 
VA.W 450 
WV.N 187 
WV.S 409 


Released’ 


Total 


26,576 


Percent 


45.7 


Total 


4,520 


Percent 


76 


Held In Temporary 

Detention’ 
Total Percent 

1,492 2.6 

127 7.8 

] 5 

) e) 

7.1 

0 0 

119 1 

18 3 

| 3 

5 

) ) 

) 7) 

15 27 

0 0 

92 26 

1.4 

12 1.0 

14 34 

Q 0 

] } 

43 14.2 

87 1.5 

0 0 

1 1 

U 0) 

| | 

4 ] 7 h 

7.) iat 

24 5.3 

QO Q 

4 1.0 


Detained Pending 
Detention Hearing 
Total Percent | 
18,470 31.6 
680 41.9 
/\ $5.0 
29 459 
20 20.4 
Q) 19.6 
»6Y 45.5 
1,626 30.6 
106 31.9 
182 45.6 
599 30.1 
622 32.9 
BY 15.5 
3 21.7 
929 26.6 
40 27 2 
194 15.5 
144 4? 
7 20.2 
54 147 
120 39.7 
1,958 33.4 
323 43.1 
28 20.t 
189 56.6 
25/7 15.4 
128 20.6 
584 45.8 
96 21. 
24 12.8 
129 31 


Detained 
Hearing Held 
On Same Day’ 


Detained 
Bail Not Set 


Total — Percent Total = Percent 


5,088 8.8 1,062 3.4 


RT 
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Table H-3. (Continued) 
Detained | | | Detained | 
Unable to Held in Temporary | Detained Pending = Hearing Held Detained 
PSA Cases Released’ Make Bail Detention’ Detention Hearing On Same Day’ Bail Not Set 
Circuit and District Activated Total Percent Total | Percent Total Percent | Total | Percent | Total | Percent  _ Total Percent 
5TH 8,416 2,884 4.3 1,188 14.1 677 8.0 2,669 31.6 190 2.3 618 9.7 
LA,E 699 310 443 26 3,7 0 0 353 50.5 q 13 1 1 
LA,|M 55 38 69.1 4 73 1 18 8 14.5 3 5.5 | 1.8 
LA,W 279 175 62./ 4 1.4 18 6.5 70 25.1 3 11 4 3.2 
MS,N 180 124 68.9 19 106 4 2.2 20 101 2 i) 1 6.1 
MS,S 374 191 51.1 32 8.6 1 3 148 39.6 0 0 2 § 
TX,N 1,123 458 40.8 69 6.1 “4 84 396 35.3 3/7 3.3 69 6.1 
TX,E 399 258 64.7 2 5 2 5 121 30.3 16 40 0 0 
™,S 2,525 634 25.1 760 30.1 335 13.3 681 27.0 74 29 4) 1.6 
TX.W 2,782 696 25.0 272 98 222 8.0 862 31.0 46 17 684 24.6 
6TH 5,115 3,261 64.1 96 19 45 9 1,341 26.2 304 5.9 48 9 
KY,E 316 198 62.7 6 19 0 0 97 30.7 15 4/7 0 0 
KYW 419 306 73.0 0 0 3 7 9! 21.7 14 33 5 12 
w MIE 1,508 1,099 72.9 4 3 ! 1 265 17.6 133 88 6 4 
SMW 256 183 1.5 4 0 0 n 27.7 4 0 
OH,N 727 466 64.1 33 45 if 1.5 135 18.6 70 9.6 12 1.7 
OH,S 826 483 58.5 22 2./ 2 2 277 33.5 24 29 18 2.2 
TNE 378 206 54.5 20 5.3 28 74 116 30.7 4 1.1 4 1.1 
TN.M 106 44 41.5 4 3.8 0 0 57 53.8 1 q 0 0 
TN.W 579 296 51.1 6 1.0 0 0 232 40.1 42 73 3 5 
7TH 2,733 1,472 53.9 37 1.4 36 1.3 1,048 36.3 82 3.0 59 2.2 
IL,N 1,006 486 48.3 2 2 
IL,C 287 163 56.8 4 14 
iL,S 264 137 51.9 11 42 
IN,N 354 269 76.0 2 6 
IN,S 306 158 51.6 2 
WIE 356 191 53.7 16 45 
Ww! ,W 160 68 42.5 0 
8TH 2,774 1,597 57.6 119 4.3 
ARE 320 250 78.1 5 1.6 
AR,W 104 6A 63.5 2 1.9 
|A,N 127 85 66.9 1 8 
IAS 147 75 51.0 0 0 
MN 44) 240 54.4 6 1.4 
MO,E 477 250 52.4 ee) 20.8 
MO,W 476 259 544 6 13 
NE 261 131 50.2 0 0 
ND 192 109 56.8 0 0 
SD 229 132 576 0 0 


Ste 


Table H-3. (Continued) 
Detained | Detained 
Unable to Heid in Temporary Detained Pending Hearing Held Detained 
PSA Cases Released’ | Make Bail Detention’ | Detention Hearing On Same Day’ Bail Not Set 

Circuit and District Activated Total | Percent _—_‘ Total | Percent Total Percent _—— Total Percent | Total Percent Total | Percent 

OTH 12,646 4,192 33.1 1,820 14.4 280 2.2 3,502 27.7 2,542 20.1 310 2.5 
AK 331 192 58.0 14 4.2 19 5.7 101 30.5 5 15 0 0 
AZ 2,895 1,023 35.3 18 6 214 74 1,353 46,7 5/7 2.0 230 79 
CA,N 740 180 24.3 6 8 0 0 218 29.5 335 45.3 1 1 
CAE 609 86 14.1 7 11 0 0 287 47.1 229 37.6 0 0 
CA,C 2,186 756 34.6 117 5.4 0 0 205 9.4 1,108 50.7 0 0 
CA,S 2,855 696 244 1,627 57.0 40 1.4 329 11.5 124 43 39 1.4 
HI 235 35 149 2 9 1 4 172 73.2 6 2.6 19 8.1 
ID 161 103 64.0 0 0 1 6 30 18.6 27 16.8 0 0 
MT 253 174 68 8 4 1.6 0 0 72 28.5 3 1.2 0 0 
NV 743 345 46.4 2 3 0 0 89 12.0 307 413 0 0 
OR 661 210 31.8 0 0 0 0 184 27.8 266 40.2 1 2 
WA,E 361 142 39.3 16 44 0 0 199 55.1 0 0 4 11 
WA,W 522 211 40.4 4 8 2 4 230 44.1 76 14.4 0 0 
GUAM 85 39 45.9 2 2.4 3 3.5 25 29.4 0 0 16 18.8 
NM! se) 0 0 1 1.1 0 0 8 889 0 0 0 0 

10TH 2,977 1,358 45.6 70 2.4 15 5 1,328 44.6 140 47 66 2.2 
CO 590 294 49.8 11 1.9 3 5 247 419 35 5.9 0 0 
KS 311 178 57.2 9 29 0 0 87 28.0 13 4.2 24 77 
NM 990 336 33.9 23 23 0 0 537 54.2 74 75 20 2.0 
OK,N 189 105 55.6 8 42 1 5 75 39.7 0 0 0 0 
OK,E 86 41 47.7 0 0 1 1.2 20 23.3 7 8.1 17 19.8 
OK,W 416 259 62.3 3 7 7 1,7 143 34.4 2 5 2 5 
UT 275 70 25.5 4 0 0 198 72.0 6 2.2 0 0 
wy 120 75 62.5 15 12.5 3 2.5 21 17.5 3 2.5 3 2.5 

11TH 7,145 3,208 449 699 9.8 72 1.0 2,526 35.4 408 5.7 232 3.2 
AL.N 388 284 73.2 5 1.3 | 3 68 17.5 4 1.0 26 6.7 
AL,M 315 232 73.7 1 3 2 6 78 24.8 2 6 0 0 
ALS 393 227 57.8 5 1.3 4 1.0 101 25.7 12 3. 44 11.2 
FL.N 373 151 40.5 4 11 0 0 165 44.2 53 14.2 0 0 
FL.M 1,491 612 41.0 60 40 5 3 581 39.0 181 12.1 52 3.5 
FLS 2,398 596 24.9 486 20.3 3 1 1,136 47.4 128 5.3 49 2.0 
GA,.N 826 427 51.7 44 5.3 8 1.0 330 40.0 5 6 12 1.5 
GA.M 563 424 75.3 58 10.3 45 8.0 23 4.1 8 1.4 5 4 
GA,S 398 255 64.1 36 9.0 4 1.0 44 11.1 15 3.8 44 19.1 


NOTE: EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
‘INCLUDES CASES DISMISSED 
TEMPORARY DETENTION UNDER 3142(D). DEFENDANT CHARGED WITH AN INSTANT OFFENSE WHILE ON PRETRIAL RELEASE FOR ANOTHER CHARGE, 
OR ON PAROLE OR PROBATION FOR A PRIOR CONVICTION OR DEFENDANT IS IN ILLEGAL ALIEN STATUS 
‘DETAINED PENDING DETENTION HEARING HELD ON SAME DAY OF INITIAL HEARING A *' 
, ’ 
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Table H-4. 


U.S. District Courts - Pretrial Services Act, Detention Hearings 


For the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit & District | 


TOTAL 


1ST 
ME 
MA 
NH 
Ri 
PR 


2ND 
CT 
NY,N 
NY,E 
NY,S 
NY,W 
VT 


3RD 
DE 
NJ 
PAE 
PA.M 
PAW 
vi 


4TH 

MD 
NC,E 
NC.M 
NC,W 
SC 
VA.E 
VAW 
WV,N 
WV,S 


PSA Cases 
Activated 


58,098 


1,621 
203 
499 

98 
230 
591 


5,321 
332 
399 

1,992 

1,889 
566 
143 


3,491 
147 
1,253 
1,039 
382 
368 
302 


] 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
! 
i 


| 
} 


| 


DEFENDANTS 
WITH DETENTION 
HEARING HELD 
Total | 
23,402 40.3 
144 45.9 
71 35.0 
242 48.5 
20 20.4 
142 61.7 
269 45.5 
2,563 48.2 
112 33.7 
197 49.4 
1,242 62.3 
857 45.4 
92 16.3 
63 44.) 
1,177 33.7 
67 45.6 
351 28.0 
453 43.6 
82 21.5 
101 27.4 
123 40.7 
2,017 34.4 
334 44.5 
234 2Y.% 
189 56.6 
261 35.9 
1 41 22 
594 46.6 
107 23.8 
25 13.4 
42 3 


MOTIONS FOR 
DETENTION BY 


22,267 1,136 
725 19 
68 3 
237 5 
20 0 
134 8 
266 j 
2,523 40 
111 1 
196 1 
1,236 6 
826 31 
92 0 
62 1 
1,124 53 
60 7 
315 36 
443 10 
82 0 
101 0 
123 0 
1,936 81 
327 / 
227 
189 0 
131 0 
556 Rg 
20 
135 


Pct. | Govt. | Court | 


With* 
Presumption 


11,807 


83 


DETENTION 
ORDERED 
Total | Pet. 
17,376 74.3 

584 78.5 
70 98.6 
176 72.7 
19 95.0 
136 95.8 
183 68.0 
1,994 77.8 
78 69.6 
130 66.0 
1,064 85.7 
638 74.4 
38 41.3 
46 73.0 
949 80.6 
45 67.2 
302 86.0 
354 78.1 
69 84.1 
79 78.2 
100 81.3 
1,590 78.8 
257 16.9 
188 80.3 
132 69.8 
257 98 
90 63.8 
475 80.0 
72 67.3 
1 60.0 
04 78.8 


FLIGHT 

Total | Pet. 
6,932 39.9 
201 34.4 
64 91.4 
93 52.8 
5 26.3 
15 11.0 
24 13.1 
1,424 71.4 
44 56.4 
55 42.3 
1,024 96.2 
259 40.6 
14 36.8 
28 60.9 
236 24.9 
32 71.1 
76 25.2 
52 14.7 
13 18.8 

18 22 
45 45.0 
365 23.0 
39 15.2 
25 13.3 
26 19.7 
57 22 < 
16 40.0 
128 6 9 
3 44.4 

18 


REASONS FOR DETENTION 


DANGER 
TO WITNESS 


Total Pct. 


198 1.1 
2 3 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
2 1.5 
0 0 

15 8 
0 0 
1 8 
7 7 
4 6 
1 2.6 
2 4.3 

10 1.1 
0 0 
1 3 
3 8 
1 1.4 
1 1.3 

4.0 

32 2.0 
0 0 
1 9) 
0 0 

27 
5 5.6 
3 t 
} 9 
6 § 


| 
| 


DANGER TO 
COMMUNITY 
Total | Pct. 
2,340 13.5 
61 10.4 
1 1.4 
11 6.3 
3 15.8 
27 19.9 
19 10.4 
116 5.6 
3 3.8 
11 8.5 
17 1.6 
‘1 11.1 
) 21.1 
6 13.0 
181 15.9 
11.1 
t 3.6 
} 5.0 
10 14.5 
7 34.2 
0 30.0 
348 21.9 
18 18.7 
26 13.8 
43 32.6 

45 1 

24 6.7 
113 3.8 
4 6 
10 66.7 

35 3 


| FLIGHT AND 
DANGER 
| 

Total | Pet. 
7,906 45.5 
320 54.8 
5 7.1 
72 40.9 
11 57.9 
92 67.6 
140 76.5 
439 22.0 
31 39.7 
63 48.5 
16 1.5 
304 47.6 
15 39.5 
10 21.7 
§52 58.2 
8 17.8 
199 65.9 
246 69.5 
45 65.2 
33 41.8 
21 21.0 
845 53.1 
170 66.1 
136 12.3 
63 47.7 
148 97.6 
. 27.8 

31 48 
44 423 


hy 3 


Table H-4. (Continued) 
DEFENDANTS 

WITH DETENTION 
HEARING HELD 
PSA Cases | [| 
Circuit & District | Activated | Total | Pct. 
5TH 8,416 2,811 33.4 
LA,E 699 357 51.1 
LA,M 55 10 18.2 
LA,W 279 73 26.2 
MS,N 180 21 11.7 
MS,S 374 148 39.6 
TX,N 1,123 427 38.0 
TX,E 399 137 34.3 
TX,S 2,525 731 29.0 
TX,W 2,782 907 32.6 
6TH 5,115 1,614 31.6 
KY,E 316 112 35.4 
KY ,W 419 106 25.3 
MI,E 1,508 397 26.3 
MI,W 256 71 27.7 
OH,N 727 174 23.9 
OH,S 826 300 36.3 
TN,E 378 119 31.5 
T™N,M 106 58 54.7 
TN,W 579 277 47.8 
7TH 2,733 1,128 41.3 
1L,N 1,006 517 51.4 
IL,C 287 115 40.1 
IL,S 264 114 43.2 
IN,N 354 76 21.5 
IN,S 306 111 36.3 
WIE 356 103 28.9 
Wi Ww 160 92 57.5 
8TH 2,774 951 34.3 
ARE 320 45 14.1 
AR .W 104 26 25.0 
1A,N 127 34 26.8 
IA.S 147 72 49.0 
MN 441 167 37.9 
MOE 477 125 26.2 
MO,W 476 176 37.0 
NE 261 129 49.4 
ND 192 81 42.2 
SO 229 96 41.9 


--—-4 


MOTIONS FOR 


7 


_ Govt. 


2,646 
353 


153 
118 
173 
123 
76 
91 


DETENTION BY 


4 


Court | 


165 


23 


wo 
~~ NO Bm — MH NM DH 


oOoonnwn Sf &oOonN — 


With* 


Presumption — 


1,286 
196 


DETENTION 

ORDERED 
Total | Pct. 
2,060 73.3 
292 81.8 
10 100.0 
72 98.6 
19 90.5 
122 82.4 
274 64.2 
90 65.7 
560 76.6 
621 68.5 
1,237 76.6 
87 77.7 
92 86.8 
362 91.2 
69 97.2 
133 76.4 
206 68.7 
108 90.8 
56 96.6 
124 448 
822 72.9 
325 62.9 
89 77.4 
95 83.3 
67 88.2 
105 946 
58 56.3 
83 90.2 
781 82.1 
25 55.6 
17 65.4 
22 64.7 
57 79.2 
145 86.8 
115 92.0 
125 71.0 
122 94.6 
68 84.0 
85 88.5 


FLIGHT 
tor | pet 
942 45.7 
92 31.5 
3 30.0 
31 43.1 
4 21.1 
35 28.7 
125 45.6 
16 17.8 
247 44.1 
389 62.6 
403 32.6 
51 58.6 
27 29.3 
109 30.1 
68 98.6 
13 9.8 
36 17.5 
42 38.9 
19 33.9 
38 30.6 
172 20.9 
63 19.4 
15 16.9 
7 74 
16 23.9 
41 39.0 
8 13.8 
22 26.5 
263 33.7 
14 56.0 
14 82.4 
4 18.2 
7 12.3 
35 24.1 
50 43.5 
36 28.8 
38 31.1 
46 67.6 
19 22.4 


REASONS FOR DETENTION 
_ | 


DANGER 
TO WITNESS 


Total 


= » 
a owmwo--"o0doco-- —- 2 & 


-~o sz wodcwe@e “~ ON WWON COC OC 


Nooo" ONONOCO O @& 


Pct. 


1.2 
1.4 
10.0 
14 
0 
2.5 


wo 


aoowmoano+ooocoeo 


NO 


DANGER TO 
COMMUNITY 
Total Pct. 
295 14.3 
39 13.4 
2 20.0 
10 13.9 
4 21.1 
52 42.6 
47 17.2 
23 25.6 
60 10.7 
58 9.3 
199 16.1 
12 13.8 
4 4.3 
77 21.3 
0 0 

a 6.8 
43 20.9 
14 13.0 
4 16.1 
31 25.0 
184 22.4 
69 21.2 
34 38.2 
28 29.5 
20 29.9 
6 5.7 
16 27.6 
11 13.3 
135 17.3 
6 24.0 

1 5.9 
12 54.5 
2 3.5 
1g t3. 1 
13.9 

23 18.4 
20 16.4 
9 7.4 

21 36.5 


FLIGHT AND 
DANGER 

Total | Pct. 
799 «=: 38.8 
157s 3.8 
4 40.0 
30 41.7 
11 57.9 
32 26.2 
101 36.9 
51 56.7 
245 43.8 
168 = 27.1 
619 50.0 
24 27.6 
61 66.3 
169 46.7 
1 1.4 
108 81.2 
124 60.2 
50 46.3 
28 = 0.0 
54 43.5 
450 54.7 
190 585 
40 449 
60 63.2 
2334.3 
54 51.4 
34 = 558.6 
49 59.0 
376 0=—s_ «48.1 
5 20.0 
2 11.8 
4 18.2 
48 842 
89 61.4 
43 42.6 
65 52.0 
64 525 
17 = 25.0 
33 38.8 


Bee 


Table H-4. (Continued) 
! REASONS FOR DETENTION 
eee . peaneeeuenemendnenns 
DEFENDANTS 
WITH DETENTION | MOTIONS FOR DETENTION DANGER DANGER TO FLIGHT AND 
HEARING HELD DETENTION BY ORDERED FLIGHT TO WITNESS | COMMUNITY DANGER 
PSA C 4 With* . a 
Circuit & District Activated Total | Pet. Govt. Court Presumption Total Pct. ‘Total | Pet. | Total | Pct. | Total | Pct. | Total — q Pct. 


9TH 12,646 6,022 47.6 5,780 242 2,698 4317 71.7 1,745 40.4 34 8 379 8.8 2,159 50.0 
AK 331 106 32.0 88 18 61 98 92.5 14 14.3 3 3.1 2 2.0 79 «=©80.6 
AZ 2,895 1,406 48.6 1,343 63 630 766 54.5 568 74.2 2 3 44 5.7 152 19.8 
CA,N 740 553 74.7 549 4 161 328 59.3 144 43.9 1 3 47 14.3 136 8641.5 
CA,E 609 516 84.7 470 46 197 393 76.2 170 43.3 0 0 12 3.1 211 53.7 
CA,C 2,186 1,313 60.1 1,301 12 683 1,086 82.7 292 26.9 5 5 116 10.7 673 =©62.0 
CA,S 2,855 439 15.4 425 14 291 308 70.2 97 31.5 6 1.9 3 1.0 202 «65.6 
Hi 235 177 75.3 170 7 103 140 79.1 65 46.4 3 2.1 37 26.4 35 25.0 
iD 161 57 35.4 56 1 34 40 70.2 9 22.5 0 0 4 10.0 27 —=—s- 67.5 
MT 253 72 28.1 58 13 0 72 ~=100.0 36 50.0 3 4.2 12 16.7 21 29.2 
NV 743 396 53.3 392 4 121 290 73.2 118 40.7 4 1.4 35 12.1 133 45.9 
OR 661 450 68.1 430 20 179 352 78.2 91 25.9 4 1.1 37 10.5 220 62.5 
WA,E 361 199 55.1 182 17 37 158 79.4 57 36.1 1 6 17 10.8 83 = 52.5 
WA,W 522 306 58.6 304 2 178 255 83.3 62 24.3 1 4 9 3.5 183 71.8 
GUAM 85 25 29.4 6 19 15 23 92.0 17 73.9 0 0 3 13.0 3 13.0 
NMI 9 8 88.9 6 2 8 8 100.0 5 62.5 1 12.5 1 12.5 1 12.5 

10TH 2,977 1,465 49.2 1,183 282 473 1,019 69.6 511 50.1 15 1.5 143 14.0 350 34.3 
CO 590 282 47.8 278 4 136 193 68.4 90 46.6 4 2.1 17 8.8 82 842.5 
KS 311 100 32.2 93 7 36 87 87.0 34 39.1 1 11 16 18.4 36 «= 441.4 
NM 990 609 61.5 357 252 59 403 66.2 279 69.2 4 1.0 53 13.2 67 16.6 
OK,N 189 76 40.2 71 5 32 63 82.9 39 61.9 3 4.8 8 12.7 13 20.6 
OK,E 86 27 31.4 25 2 19 22 81.5 9 40.9 1 45 1 45 11 50.0 
OK,W 416 146 35.1 143 3 67 96 65.8 22 22.9 2 2.1 23 24.0 49 51.0 
UT 275 204 74.2 196 8 110 138 67.6 33 23.9 0 0 22 15.9 83 60.1 
wy 20 21 17.5 20 1 14 17 81.0 5 29.4 0 0 3 17.6 9 52.9 

11TH 7,145 2,910 40.7 2,853 57 1,392 2,023 69.5 670 33.1 27 1.3 329 16.3 997 «8649.3 
AL,N 388 72 18.6 69 3 48 47 65.3 12 25.5 3 6.4 6 12.8 26 8 §=655.3 
AL,M 315 80 25.4 80 ) 75 68 85.0 13 19.1 1 1.6 36 52.9 18 26.5 
AL,S 393 113 28.8 113 0 90 89 78.8 9g 10.1 0 0 16 18.0 64 71.9 
FL.N 373 217 58.2 209 8 153 192 88.5 66 34.4 1 5 16 8.3 109 56.8 
FL,M 1,491 762 51.1 748 14 550 607 79.7 160 26.4 11 1.8 76 12.5 360 59.3 
FL.S 2,398 1,257 52.4 1,231 26 175 764 60.8 334 43.7 5 7 132 17.3 293 38.4 
GA,N 826 332 40.2 331 1 259 197 59.3 52 26.4 4 2.0 39 19.8 102 «=51.8 
GA,M 563 27 48 25 2 16 23 85.2 8 34.8 0 0 2 8.7 13 56.5 
GA,S 398 50 12.6 47 3 26 36 72.0 6 44.4 2 5.6 6 16.7 12 33.3 


NOTE. EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. INCLUDES DETENTION HEARINGS HELD FOLLOWING THE INITIAL 4EARING ONLY. 
‘USUALLY INVOLVES DRUG CASES. SEE U.S. CODE TITLE 18, SECTION 3142, pargq , 4 5 
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Table H-5. 


U.S. Courts of Appeals - Pretrial Services Act, Conditions Imposed at the Initial Hearing 


For the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Cireuit and District 


TOTAL 


18T 


PSA 


Cases 


56,000 


1,021 
203 
499 

98 
230 
591 


6,321 
J9? 
399 

1,992 

1,889 
566 
143 


3,401 
147 
1,253 
1,039 
382 
368 
302 


5,659 
750 
1,108 
334 
127 
620 
1,274 
450 
187 
409 


Personal 
Activated — Recognizance 


7,716 


Un- 
secured 
Bond 


14,680 


497 


213 


1,717 


172 


335 
268 


307 
124 


155 
230 


Cash 
Bond’ 


2,716 


yo — 
yen OG ss NYS SCS 


= 
> 


Collateral Corporate 
«Surety Supervision Custody 


Bond 


2,224 


— 


PSA 


10,769 


id 
Party 


Restrictive 
Condition 


13,060 


635 
111 
1HA 
4y 
8) 


Treatment 
Condition 


702 


Resta 
Treatment 
Condition 


3,646 


Not Set | 
; ; 


Detention 


24,676 


871 
12 
24) 
2/ 
143 
388 


2,580 
113 
199 

1,24) 
857 
107 

63 


1,266 
68 

36 
48/7 
8! 
102 
165 


2,100 
334 
236 
189 
261 
187 
602 
131 

25 
135 


Ore 


aaa 


Table H-5. (Continued) 
PSA 
Cases 
Cirouit and District Activated 
5TH 8,416 
LAE 699 
LAM 55 
LAW 279 
MS,N 180 
MS,S 374 
TX,N 1,123 
TX,.E 399 
TX,S 2,525 
TX,W 2,782 
6TH 6,115 
KY,E 316 
KY,W 419 
MILE 1,508 
MI,W 256 
OH,N 727 
OHS 826 
TNE 378 
TN.M 106 
TN,W 579 
7TH 2,733 
IL.N 1,006 
IL,C 287 
IL,S 264 
INN 354 
IN|S 306 
WIE 356 
WI,W 160 
8TH 2,774 
AR.E 320 
AR,W 104 
\A,N 127 
iA,S 147 
MN 441 
MO,E 477 
MO,W 476 
NE 261 
NO 192 
SD 2229 
yY ~) 
f yy 


Personal 
Recognizence 


497 


Un- 
secured 
Bond 


Cash 
Bond' 


Collateral 
Bond 


64 
26 
! 
/ 
16 


150 


146 


oo oOo = 


Corporate 
Surety 


CoN CO CO COC OC ® 


ooo wre QWodo0oenoc @ 


PSA 
Supervision 


| 
| 


3rd 
Party 
Custody 


_— 


—-o @oanrvroo$on @-— 


e@o-n-vnba 


a 
S-eaono-0o-w 


Restrictive 
Condition 


1,736 
73 
1f 
76 


Treatment 
Condition 


110 
36 


oe Oo Ww 


anwe--qg~reoes-8 


Resta | | 
Treatment | Bail Detention 


Condition Not Set Status’ 


392 013 3,402 
§1 7 367 
3 ? 11 
27 9 9) 
3 14 23 

2 4 149 
65 81 52) 
54 0 13 
92 69 1,070 
95 727 1,131 
566 101 1,653 
23 2 11 
22 6 108 
206 7 398 
1 1 71 
115 45 184 
171 30 301 
8 6 147 
11 1 59 
4 3 274 
96 67 1,163 
0 1 517 
65 1 119 
5 114 

6 7 77 

5 37 113 

8 18 131 

7 1 92 
$21 97 992 
4 21 50 

0 10 26 
42 3 39 
13 1 72 
1 3 192 
111 19 128 
99 34 178 
22 1 130 
11 4 81 
18 1 96 


Table H-5. (Continued) 
PSA | | Un | | | | ond | | | Rest & | | 
Cases = =—s Personal secured § Cash Collateral ‘Corporate | PSA | Party = Restrictive Treatment Treatment = Bail ~— Detention 
Circuit and District | Activated | Recognizance Bond Bond' Bond Surety Supervision [Custody | Condition Condition Condition | Not Set Status’ 

oTH 12,646 1,712 1,416 250 623 1,116 3,566 07 3,100 77 560 980 6,207 
AK 331 109 60 6 t) 20 126 7 64 i) 10 0 125 
AZ 2,895 405 128 15 25 17 340 39 358 1 68 668 1,618 
CA,N 740 53 105 ? 16 4 165 ? 112 2 12 1 552 
CALE 609 45 17 8 19 2 4\ 6 36 0 7 2 516 
CAC 2,186 13 459 145 212 19 520 4 397 8 1? 4 1,313 
CAS 2,855 55 529 46 512 1,018 1,637 q 1,563 3 196 216 47/7 
‘all 235 2 26 2 2 3 30 2 24 3 6 22 178 
ID 161 84 12 0 3 0 18 2 25 1 4 0 58 
MI 253 161 10 2 1 0 152 4 9/7 11 26 4 72 
NV 743 284 21 10 2 7 205 4 240 3 65 19 396 
OR 66) 202 2 1 1 0 146 2 118 0 24 0 450 
WA.E 361 116 7 2 § 17 91 1 28 17 52 5 199 
WA,W 522 162 26 2 16 / 92 6 33 22 17 ? 307 
GUAM 85 21 13 4 0 2 3 4 6 0 1 17 28 
NMI q 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

10TH 2,977 601 670 90 13 26 956 67 683 26 166 72 1,480 
co 590 74 177 47 4 0 187 6 121 11 18 1 285 
KS 311 14 154 15 3 1 106 3 33 7 29 23 100 
NM 990 197 68 12 0 1 309 73 228 1 35 19 61 
OK,N 189 0 97 5 0 10 83 0 102 1 8 0 76 
OK,E 86 1 39 1 0 0 20 0 4 3 6 17 28 
OK,W 416 199 53 3 0 6 124 0 64 1 60 4 152 
UT 275 12 19 4 0 0 65 ? 56 1 5 1 204 
wy 120 4 63 3 6 7 62 3 70 1 5 7 24 

11TH 7,145 662 2,036 292 231 605 2,409 60 1,446 76 210 340 2,962 
ALN 388 3 251 3 22 1 116 5 19 23 3 26 74 
AL,M 315 0 228 2 3 0 154 3 37 1 1 0 82 
ALS 393 173 43 7 2 3 119 10 24 28 68 47 117 
FL.N 373 71 46 18 8 0 92 2 64 2 2 28 217 
FL.M 1,49) 53 505 29 24 57 524 23 441 3 15 54 767 
FL.S 2,398 7 411 111 11 500 575 1 364 8 66 102 1,261 
GA,.N 826 3 307 5 122 29 460 2 189 6 7 18 340 
GA.M 563 251 131 73 15 10 190 1 167 1 45 11 70 
GA,S 398 101 114 44 24 5 179 13 140 3 3 54 54 
NOTE EXCLUDES THE DISTRICTOF COLUMBIA. s—<i—s—s . 
'A BOND REQUIRING THE CASH DEPOSIT OF THE TOTAL FACE AMOUNT OR PERCENTAGE OF THE FACE AMOUNT P 

rf 


"DEFENDANT DETAINED IN TEMPORARY DETENTION OR DETAINED PENDING DETENTION HEARING. 


fa 
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Table H-6. 
U. S. District Courts - Pretrial Services Act, Defendants Released on Supervision 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


WHEN RELEASED 


| 
On Supervision | At Initial Hearing 


Defendants Released | At | At Bail | Persons On 
Circuit and District | | Detention Hearing | Review Hearing | Diversion Supervision 
j 

TOTAL 24,013 17,129 4,070 2,614 2,242 
1ST 693 511 122 60 88 
ME 110 93 14 3 5 
MA 266 201 49 16 32 
NH 45 4) 4 0 16 
RI 68 53 5 10 1 
PR 204 123 50 31 34 
rs 2ND 1,683 1,097 373 213 62 
CT 148 111 26 11 11 
NY,N 166 96 48 22 18 
NY,E 318 198 113 7 0 
NY,S 754 483 151 120 17 
NY,W 233 159 22 52 16 
VT 64 50 13 1 0 
3RD 1,509 1,257 183 69 201 
DE 47 31 7 4 0 
NJ 649 581 34 34 150 
PA,E 462 359 94 4 16 
PA,M 101 76 20 5 35 
PA,W 124 109 13 2 0 
Vi 126 101 15 10 0 
4TH 2,803 2,098 478 227 406 
MD 281 185 79 17 34 
NC,E 327 241 60 26 46 
NC,M 180 126 48 6 30 
NC,W 400 327 56 17 35 
SC 335 245 38 52 23 
VA,E 549 387 133 29 214 
VA,W 297 209 21 67 8 
WV,N 162 150 11 1 8 
WV,S 272 228 32 12 8 
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Table H-6. (Continued) 
| WHEN RELEASED | 
T 
| Defendants Released | At At Bail Persons On 
Circuit and District | On Supervision At Initial Hearing | Detention Hearing Review Hearing Diversion Supervision 
STH 3,208 2,146 471 591 329 
LA,E 208 140 34 34 22 
LA,M 31 29 1 1 8 
LA,W 102 90 1 1 s) 
MS,N 101 92 2 7 20 
MS,S 100 86 10 4 19 
TX,N 609 448 93 68 82 
TX,€ 176 141 21 14 28 
TX,S 965 553 141 271 29 
TX,W 916 567 158 191 112 
6TH 3,033 2,561 389 83 235 
KY,E 172 144 18 10 9 
KY,W 256 231 20 5 5 
Mie 1,125 1,006 110 9 144 
¥ MI,W 198 183 15 0 23 
= OH,N 266 205 31 30 1 
OH,S 470 394 65 11 0 
TN,E 155 131 14 10 3 
TN.M 39 28 4 7 46 
TN,W 352 239 112 1 4 
7TH 1,335 993 257 85 65 
IL,|N 435 255 148 32 34 
IL,C 124 95 25 4 1 
IL,S 150 126 14 10 2 
IN,N 273 255 13 5 3 
INS 121 97 22 2 7 
WIE 153 103 26 24 1 
WI,W 79 62 9 6 17 
8TH 1,536 1,261 175 100 215 
AR.E 262 245 9 8 67 
AR,W 60 54 6 0 13 
1A,N 76 66 9 1 7 
IAS 43 33 7 3 4 
MN 217 164 46 7 1 
MO,— 294 231 12 5 82 
MO,W 297 252 37 » 18 
NE 92 69 19 4 18 
ND 63 51 A‘ 6 6 2 
SD 132 96 -) 24 12 3 
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Table H-6. (Continued) 


WHEN RELEASED 


_ - _ 


Detendants Released | At At Bail Persons On 
Circuit and District On Supervision At Initial Hearing Detention Hearing | Review Hearing Diversio: Supervision 


EE 


9TH 3,987 2,179 1,015 793 282 
AK 148 112 18 18 26 
AZ 749 315 214 220 37 
CA,N 407 170 171 66 64 
CA,E 208 49 113 46 2 
CA,C 692 436 156 100 38 
CA,S 655 388 33 234 7 
HI 70 29 31 10 0 
iD 30 18 9 3 7 
MT 175 150 17 8 26 
NV 271 176 76 19 1 
OR 290 144 105 41 2 
WA,E 126 95 22 9 33 
WA,W 159 94 47 18 29 
GUAM 6 3 2 1 0 
NMI 1 0 1 0 0 

10TH 1,321 884 269 168 157 
CO 287 185 65 37 4 
KS 119 101 11 7 35 
NM 406 247 81 78 41 
OK,N 93 82 10 1 0 
OK,E 35 23 11 1 9 
OK,W 163 123 35 5 21 
UT 148 66 51 31 47 
WY 70 57 5 8 0 

11TH 2,905 2,142 338 425 202 
AL,N 147 117 19 11 52 
AL,M 166 154 11 1 1 
AL,S 148 116 18 14 13 
FL,N 123 97 20 6 0 
FL,M 596 452 77 67 81 
FL,S 878 A 119 261 3 
GA,N 506 416 66 24 0 
GA,M 137 133 2 2 9 
GA,S 204 159 6 39 43 


NOTE . EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA A "Ty 


See 


lable H-7. 


U.S. District Courts - Pretrial Services Act, Detention Summary 


For the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Cirount ond Biowiet 


PSA Cases Total 
Closed Detention Cost | 
50,198 $162,525,444 

1,628 $6,629,687 
183 $326,901 
573 $2,889,126 
112 $227,217 
223 $1,944,949 
531 $1,241,494 

3,181 $14,986,034 
323 $1,120,965 
431 $847 640 
333 $2,801,923 

1,527 $7,149,308 
403 $2,239,910 
164 $826 288 

2,694 $11,033,038 
148 $578,180 
840 $2,563,961 
846 $5,689,588 
341 $532,428 
281 $749,143 
238 $919,738 

5,156 $10,215,937 
651 $1,107,104 

1,005 $748,594 
334 $1,002,133 
634 $1,815,313 
341 $402 722 

1,243 $3,791,872 
416 $705,229 
114 $192,723 
420 $450,247 


-— 


b 


ae... 


BEFORE INITIAL HEARING 


19,009 47,531 
316 $38 
30 53 
114 263 
5 9 
37 63 
130 250 
1,362 2,813 
46 344 
153 352 
229 434 
720 1,168 
98 216 
116 299 
554 2,328 
21 79 
245 723 
49 322 
41 95 
25 80 
173 1,029 
935 2,790 
87 460 
38 72 
38 74 
65 141 
38 147 
352 812 
123 350 
8 112 
186 622 


$16,715 
$21,320 
$52,524 
$15,514 
$13,724 


$8,817 
$12,281 
$16,183 


AFTER INITIAL KEARING 


127,112 
6,594 
31,925 
61,288 
5,265 
9,536 
12,504 


161,676 
17,536 
19,215 
12,993 
47 638 
10,843 
28,367 
12,352 

718 
12,014 


Cost 7 


$100,840,815 


$4,604,014 
$120,768 
$2,331,535 
$90,460 
$1,220,184 
$901,087 


$7 654,951 
$731,971 
$507,815 

$1,076,781 

$3,695,616 
$1,591,494 
$251,274 


$C, 503,916 
$307 830 
$1,409,760 
$3,425,633 
$236,712 
$445,728 
$678,253 


$6,443,692 
$706,118 
$529 808 
$443,144 
$1,789,813 
$282 634 
$1 878,163 
$371,433 
$136,921 
$305 658 


| 
—~—--—  -—- + 


Days 


1,444,791 


48,350 
5,849 
10,363 
3,795 
9,664 
18,689 


162,211 
5,403 
8,258 
51,909 
75,037 

9,389 
12,215 


89,295 
5,489 
25,156 
40,601 
6,643 
7 236 
4,170 


82,669 
9,557 
7,213 

16,198 

896 
4,324 
27,423 
12.141 
320 
4,597 


POST ADJUDICATION 


Cost 


$59,281,161 


$1,934,904 
$200 088 
$542 650 
$136,410 
$719,995 
$335,761 


$6,978,108 
$355,816 
$323,110 
$1,703,822 
$3,401,168 
$632 902 
$561,290 


$4,443,162 
$267,100 
$1,123,460 
$2,259,762 
$23 | 669 
$299 599 
$201,372 


$3,635,743 
$374,365 
$216,390 
$556 520 
$21,404 
$116,057 
$1,854,101 
$324,979 
$43,521 
$128,406 


a I RT AR RE SSP TS SS SCS NST 
Table H-7. (Continued) 
BEFORE INITIAL HEARING AFTER INITIAL HEARING POST ADJUDICATION 
PSA Cases Total | 

Clrouli and District Closed DetentionCost Defendant Days Cost Defendant | Days Cost Defendant Days Cost 

6TH ‘673 $16,031,006 3,603 7,703 $327,620 6,168 302,002 $11,661,207 2,316 166,183 $6,043,139 
LAE 638 $1,511,607 183 279 $10,247 33) 25,560 $771,960 205 19,082 $729,300 
LA.M 47 $50,586 12 92 $3,827 16 608 $16,832 13 935 $29,927 
LAW 258 $248,099 61 118 $2,679 96 8,346 $187,130 23 2,583 $58,290 
MS.N 160 $169,178 37 100 $1,837 53 4,229 $108,169 33 3,748 $49,172 
MS,5 137 $05,917 20 137 $7,120 4) 2,567 $50,050 25 2,210 $38,747 
TX.N 948 $2,970,873 376 1,095 $69,269 671 42,069 $2,099,913 185 16,017 $801,691 
xe 348 $1,020,982 86 267 $10,503 176 12,574 $532,612 128 11,268 $477 867 
™S 2,336 $6,059,714 1,456 2,457 $102,620 1,761 103,849 $3,562,690 930 69,014 $2,394,404 
TX.w 2711 $6,615,110 1,572 3,198 $119,518 2,123 102,201 $4,331,851 174 63,336 $2,363,741 

6TH 4 B46 $10,077,286 970 4,263 $202,718 1,689 146,787 $6,019,592 834 84,628 $3,654,976 
KY.E 367 $570,157 83 231 $8,324 125 8,469 $310,117 84 6,666 $251,716 

x KYW 4i7 $625,912 66 793 $43,286 107 22,074 $491,752 29 2,604 $90,874 
> Mie 1,525 $3,155,121 112 669 $48,160 418 30,282 $1,664,876 245 24,376 $1,442,085 

MiWw 269 $376,970 68 256 $5,547 66 5,641 $204 357 50 4,436 $167,066 
OW.N 668 $1,925,622 116 293 $19,624 195 21,274 $1,226,418 119 10,784 $679,580 
On,S 671 $1,652,830 155 382 $14,183 286 18,992 $644 985 226 29,426 $993 662 
TNE 297 $585,160 121 653 $26,952 155 10,362 $384 550 68 4,657 $173,658 
TN.M 159 $721,845 100 380 $17,100 96 15,262 $686,790 4 399 $17,955 
TN.W 473 $463 669 149 606 $19,542 241 13,431 $405,747 ) 1,280 $38,380 

7TH 2,404 $9,001,222 666 1,367 $52,320 1,178 136,047 $5,946,065 711 83,0568 $3,903,817 
iL,N 777 $4,956,308 330 402 $19,261 466 62,559 $3,015,486 320 40,346 $1,921,561 
iL.C 303 $1,309,303 127 223 $11,446 157 15,679 $786 832 80 9,804 $511,025 
is 228 $858 453 61 407 $5,668 117 10,095 $465,430 91 8,474 $387 355 
IN.N 271 $758,655 36 70 $3,167 17 9,632 $459,356 39 5,889 $296,132 
IN.S 263 $367,657 38 70 $2,251 107 22,653 $365 406 0 0 $0 
wi.€ 410 $1,171,569 18 59 $2,850 190 10,586 $568,895 131 15,507 $599 824 
Wwi.w 152 $479,277 56 156 $7,677 64 4,843 $283,680 50 3,038 $187,920 

8TH 2,446 $6,687,368 445 1,217 $55,109 1,049 62,680 $3,846,144 659 68,704 $2,766,115 
ARE 306 $262,724 12 31 $972 103 6,694 $184,867 30 2,691 $76,885 
AR.W 95 $89,299 26 100 $2,843 35 2,866 $79,053 5 193 $7,403 
\A.N 113 $515,168 33 40 $1,880 43 4,606 $223,119 49 6,285 $290,169 
IAS 161 $653,256 49 86 $4,384 88 4,463 $235,390 86 7,727 $413,482 
MN 437 $1,770,884 89 345 $20,976 212 13,907 $903,180 155 12,744 $846,728 
MO.E 400 $1,494,744 ? 90 $4,055 190 23,518 $1,082,054 90 8,742 $408,635 
MO.W 320 $655,937 54 119 $3,495 132 8,113 $279,626 87 10,818 $372,816 
NE 154 $446,126 31 75 $3,554 39 6,843 $326 338 4) 2,399 $116,234 A } 7 
ND 205 $246 849 71 193 $8,169 96 4,393 $193,164 26 1,056 $45,516 -& 
so 254 $552,381 73 138 $4,781 111 7,477 $339,353 90 6,049 $208,247 
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Table H-7. (Continued) 
PSA Cases 
Circuit and District Closed 

9TH 10,956 
AK 245 
AZ 2,649 
CA,N 721 
CALE 585 
CA,C 1,596 
CAS 2,265 
HI 184 
10 121 
MT 248 
NV 702 
OR 727 
WA,E 276 
WA,W 557 
GUAM 75 
NMI 5 

10TH 2,932 
co 615 
KS 265 
NM 1,022 
OK,N 222 
OK,E 90 
OK,W 400 
UT 225 
wy 93 

11TH 6,381 
ALN 335 
AL,M 355 
ALS 387 
FL.N 352 
FL.M 1,416 
FL.S 2,132 
GA,N 560 
GA,M 476 
GA,S 368 


Total 


Detention Cost 


$44,891,346 
$1,045,381 
$5,998,913 
$5,302,508 
$2,515,119 
$4,992,039 
$10,905,667 
$1,626,767 
$272,340 
$380,238 
$2,834,280 
$4,610,495 
$442 400 
$3,002,817 
$809 689 
$102,633 


$7,547,364 
$1,401,631 
$632,234 
$4,026,301 
$221,595 
$82,523 
$362,814 
$606 ,587 
$213,679 


$21,624,196 
$155,754 
$289,020 
$666,202 
$1,252,071 
$4,718,822 
$11,601,291 
$1,496,757 
$451,619 
$992,660 


BEFORE INITIAL HEARING 


348 
1,290 
293 


Days 


15,553 
182 
2,679 
1,354 
683 


5,730 
46 
225 
183 
353 
618 
3,170 
524 
11 
500 


Cost 


$614,665 
$15,536 
$118,464 
$86 097 
$46 460 
$29,702 
$287,603 
$12,875 
$12,196 
$22,588 
$49,510 
$61,279 
$26,798 
$33,728 
$11,789 
$240 


$144,669 
$24,958 
$11,088 
$68,426 
$2,310 
$4,462 
$17,617 
$11,199 
$4,809 


$399,761 
$1,661 
$4,562 
$4,600 
$12,762 
$29,390 
$310,115 
$17,493 
$3,700 
$15,478 


AFTER INITIAL HEARING 


Defendant | 


7,197 
99 
1,679 
550 
333 
1,063 
1,806 
149 
46 
101 
294 
439 


Days 


584,666 
6,657 
92,809 
90,415 
23,324 
91,678 
152,336 
14,360 
3,724 
6,075 
30,435 
41,849 
5,534 
23,872 
1,569 
29 


125,384 
28,033 
6,782 
51,470 
5,006 
700 
17,719 
12,829 
2,845 


369,419 
3,810 
17,314 
16,387 
22,732 
69,677 
173,909 
32,426 
11,663 
21,501 


Cost 


$28,516,068 


$572,669 
$3,720,447 
$3,671,655 
$1,444,146 
$2,716,662 
$8,392,378 
$929,353 
$174,638 
$220,989 
$1,719,854 
$2,945,336 
$281,612 
$1,661,889 
$62,120 
$1,320 


$5,462,889 
$1,222,653 
$322,918 
$3,024 437 
$128,885 
$28,902 
$244,990 
$375,919 
$114,185 


$13,924,257 


$125,686 
$211,418 
$292 222 
$961,178 
$3,028,094 
$7,394,272 
$997 424 
$383,590 
$530,373 


| 
| 


POST ADJUDICATION 


Days | Cost 


Defendant 
3,162 393,600 $16,661,413 
62 5,318 $457,176 
699 52,099 $2,160,002 
200 50,776 $1,544,756 
161 24,462 $1,024,513 
726 72,43) $2,245,675 
370 51,782 $2,225,686 
108 12,561 $684 539 
20 1,884 $85,506 
52 3,983 $136,661 
188 18,831 $1,064,916 
297 45,615 $1,603,880 
37 2,581 $134,050 
217 19,629 $1,357,200 
21 29,834 $735,780 
4 2.113 $101,073 
605 45,651 $1,939,606 
84 3,636 $154,020 
61 5,847 $298 228 
233 18,380 $933,438 
40 4,363 $90,400 
13 1,177 $49,159 
62 3,573 $100,207 
87 6,363 $219,469 
25 2,312 $94 685 
1,883 208,133 $7,300,178 
25 828 $28,407 
44 3,652 $73,040 
168 19,871 $369,380 
78 7,573 $278,131 
399 41,135 $1,661,338 
930 93,303 $3,896,904 
107 24,967 $481,840 
23 3,383 $64,329 
109 13,421 $446 809 


NOTE: EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. INCLUDES RULE 40'S TRANSFERRED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
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Table H-8. 


U.S. District Courts - Pretrial Services Act, Bail Violations Reported 


For the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circult & District 


TOTAL 


18T 


PSA 
Cases 
Closed 


50,198 


1,626 
183 
573 
118 
223 
531 


3,181 
323 
431 
333 

1,527 
403 
164 


2,694 
148 
840 
846 
341 
281 
238 


5,158 
651 
1,005 
334 
634 
341 
1,243 
416 
114 
420 


DEFENDANTS 
RELEASED 
ON BAIL 


Total | Percent 


31,330 62.4 
809 66.2 
123 67.2 
372 64.9 

95 80.5 
89 39.9 
220 414 
2,135 67.1 
247 76.5 
312 72.4 
109 32.7 
1,044 68.4 
308 76.4 
116 70.1 
1,655 68.9 
97 65.5 
626 745 
563 66.5 
248 72.7 
197 70.1 
124 52.1 
3,714 72.0 
521 80.0 
762 75.8 
194 58.1 
416 65.6 
257 75.4 
772 62.1 
336 80.8 
103 90.4 
353 84.0 


DEFENDANTS 
WITH BAIL 
VIOLATIONS 
Total Percent 
4,609 14.4 
139 16.6 
3 24 
67 18.0 
18 18.9 
4 4.5 
47 21.4 
195 9.1 
18 73 
17 5.4 
4 3.7 
94 9.0 
46 14.9 
16 13.9 
261 14.1 
15 15.5 
124 19.8 
71 12.6 
8 3.2 
23 11,7 
20 16.1 
450 12.1 
99 19.0 
44 5.8 
18 9.3 
46 11.1 
18 7.0 
107 13.9 
39 11.6 
6 5.8 
73 20.7 


Felony 


= 
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TYPE OF VIOLATION REPORTED 
Failure | 
Mis- To 


demeanor, Appear | Reporting of Drugs Other 


430 886 659 
0 16 23 
0 ! 0 
0 5 11 
0 2 1 
0 0 3 
0 7 8 

16 70 24 
3 4 3 
1 2 0 
{ 2 
4 43 16 
5 14 3 
2 6 0 

41 62 53 
0 3 2 

31 36 21 
4 17 18 
0 
4 5 5 
2 { 7 

42 60 66 
2 26 21 
8 4 8 
2 3 1 
1 2 4 
1 0 1 
5 16 23 
2 5 1 
3 0 3 
8 4 4 


Use 


2,374 


102 
1 
44 


22 
25 


| 
| 


741 


19 
' 
13 


WHEN OCCURRED 


Pre | Pending 
Adjudi- ss Pre- Appeal 

cation | Sentence Surrender 
3,603 2,033 280 
128 44 5 
2 1 0 
70 15 3 
17 0 
3 1 0 
36 20 2 
153 84 a 
9 10 1 
"1 9 0 
4 2 0 
77 29 0 
4 28 2 
1 6 1 
193 120 7 
14 2 0 
97 57 6 
42 48 0 
2 0 
19 4 1 
19 3 0 
380 188 24 
131 33 2 
33 18 3 
16 3 0 
27 19 5 
10 1 0 
76 59 10 
29 14 2 
8 2 0 
50 29 2 
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Table H-8. (Continued) 
] DEFENDANTS | DEFENDANTS | TYPE OF VIOLATION REPORTED WHEN OCCURRED 
PSA —— hye 2 Total Failure Pre | | Pending 
Cases - + ——— Violations Mis- To Use Adjudi- | Pree = Appeal 

Circuit & District Closed Total | Percent; Total | Percent | Reported — Felony | demeanor) Appear | Reporting | of Drugs Other | cation Sentence | Surrender 

6TH 7,673 3081 = 81.2 see (is14.8 687 63 66 162 06 278 75 428 225 34 
LAE 638 399 62.5 64 16.0 82 7 8 4 10 42 " 43 36 3 
LAM 47 31 66.0 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LA,W 258 188 «= 72.9 8 43 "1 2 0 0 4 4 9 2 0 
MS,N 150 115 76.7 13 11.3 20 5 0 3 2 10 0 13 5 2 
MS,S 137 101737 6 5.0 F 0 ' 2 0 4 0 
TX,N 948 571 60.2 74 13.0 83 12 4 19 12 27 9 46 30 ? 
TX,E 348 243 «(69.8 27 WA 32 2 5 4 18 2 25 ? 0 
1X,S 2,336 1,150 49.2 208 18.1 247 17 19 91 21 17 22 151 88 8 
TX,W 2,711 1,083 39.9 167 15.4 207 18 23 29 12 98 27 140 53 14 

6TH 4,846 3676 83=- 75.9 a71 10.1 506 70 “4 54 61 214 63 208 193 15 
KY,E 367 2892787 21 73 30 5 2 5 0 16 2 17 13 0 
KY,W 47 347, 83.2 37 10.7 50 13 4 2 14 26 21 3 
MILE 1,525 1242 81.4 113 9.1 127 25 8 18 28 31 17 65 60 2 
Mi,W 269 199 740 17 8.5 17 3 2 3 2 4 A 12 0 
OH,N 668 508 = 76.0 47 9.3 64 9 2 10 7 27 9 47 14 3 
OH,S 671 464 69.2 7 15.3 134 6 10 9 13 85 " 85 45 4 
TNE 297 182 «61.3 22 12.1 28 4 5 , 2 12 4 14 13 
TN.M 159 84 «52.8 2 43=s- 29.8 37 2 2 3 4 19 ? 23 13 
TN,W 473 361 76.3 18 5.0 19 8 0 ' 3 6 ' 16 2 

7TH 2,404 1,633 «(67.9 203 02Ss«17.9 428 41 65 rT) a1 191 38 234 177 14 
IL,N 777 475 61.1 121 25.5 171 18 42 30 24 42 15 81 85 5 
IL,C 303 219 72.3 50 22.8 64 a 11 1 5 26 12 29 29 6 
iL,s 228 152 «66.7 16 10.5 23 3 2 6 3 5 4 12 10 ; 
INN 271 220812 25 11.4 30 7 4 4 { 14 0 17 13 0 
IN.S 263 173 65.8 7 4.0 7 2 0 2 0 3 0 4 2 
wie 410 311 75.9 69 222 123 2 5 6 7 97 6 85 38 0 
wi,W 152 83 «54.6 5 6.0 7 0 ' 0 4 ' 6 0 

6TH 2,445 1774 = ‘72.8 48 0—s«19.6 500 38 33 22 64 236 2 s«109 302 186 13 
ARE 306 268 43=—s 887.6 39 14.6 44 3 0 5 4 31 ; 19 24 ' 
AR,W 95 7073.7 2 2.9 2 , 0 0 , 0 0 2 0 0 
\A,N 113 79 «69.9 15 19.0 18 2 2 0 0 12 2 16 2 0 
IAS 161 98 60.9 25 3-255 48 , 4 0 6 24 13 38 10 0 
MN 437 296 ~=—s«67.7 29 98 39 0 5 0 2 25 7 21 18 0 
MO,E 400 270 ~Ss«75 80 296 138 14 4 7 41 44 28 90 43 5 
MO,W 320 224 += 70.0 59 ~—s- 26.3 88 6 6 4 3 58 1 42 43 3 
NE 154 121-786 2 86215 34 5 5 2 2 14 6 19 15 0 
ND 205 145 70.7 22 15.2 27 2 2 12 9 20 6 ; 
SD A} 4 254 203 «79.9 51 25.1 62 3 5 2 4 16 32 35 24 3 
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Table H-8. (Continued) 


|| BF ENDANTS 


PSA 

Cases r 

Circult & District | Closed | 
OTH 10,966 
AK 245 
AZ 2,649 
CA,N 721 
CA,E 585 
CAC 1,596 
CA,S 2,265 
HI 184 
1 8) 121 
MT 248 
NV 702 
OR 727 
WA.E 276 
WA,W 557 
GUAM 75 
NMI 5 
10TH 2,932 
co 615 
KS 265 
NM 1,022 
OK,N 222 
OK,E 90 
OK,W 400 
UT 225 
wy 93 
11TH 6,381 
AL,N 335 
AL.M 355 
ALS 387 
FL.N 352 
FL.M 1,416 
FL,S 2,132 
GA.N 560 
GA,.M 476 
GA,S 368 

XCL 


—— _ 
DEFENDANTS 


RELEASED WITH BAIL 
__ON BAL _| _ VIOLATIONS _ 
Tote! __| Percent; __ Tote! | Percent | 
5814 = 63.1 67) = 16.8 

173-706 ? 4.0 
1,703 64.3 253 14.9 

437 60.6 78 17.8 

265 45.3 60 = 22.6 

7630478 104 13.6 

7830 34.6 138 17.6 

79 = 42.9 26 232.9 

91 75.2 3 3.3 

164 «66.1 "1 6.7 

457 «65.1 126 = 27.6 

399 54.9 87218 

13900 47.1 14 10.8 

332 -80.6 50 15.1 

37 49.3 0 0.0 

1 20.0 0 0.0 
1,063 67.6 2490 «12.6 

420 68.3 54 12.9 

189 71.3 14 7.4 

682 667 129 18.9 

148 (66.7 ' 0.7 

56 62.2 2 3.6 

293 73.3 24 8.2 

135 60.0 16 11.9 

60 «64.5 g 15.0 
3,966 62.2 680 17.1 

270 80.6 28 10.4 

278 78.3 g 3.2 

263 «68.0 43 16.3 

187 83.1 9 48 

887 62.6 141 15.9 
1,063 499 330 = 31.0 

391 69.8 69 17.6 

373 78.4 13 3.5 

254 = 69.0 38 15.0 

INCLU UL A 


25 


ny — 
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TYPE OF VIOLATION REPORTED 


WHEN OCCURRED 


| 
Failure | Pie- Pending 
Mis To Use Adjudi- Pre- Appeal 
Gemeenor| Appeer | Reporting | of rugs | Other | cation | Sentence| Surrender 
63 23% 168 471 167 711 432 69 
0 0 0 4 3 5 2 0 
12 109 37 110 38 203 114 14 
4 16 15 32 22 61 35 2 
1 12 7 49 13 49 32 3 
5 26 29 40 14 65 50 15 
14 37 20 63 12 84 79 6 
2 1 0 20 7 19 12 0 
2 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 
2 1 1 7 0 6 6 0 
16 16 29 § 19 112 33 7 
3 12 23 42 23 61 35 14 
0 1 2 10 2 4 12 0 
2 5 6 39 13 40 21 8 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
19 65 53 110 36 203 67 18 
6 15 8 37 “4 54 23 0 
2 1 1 11 3 10 Q 0 
8 44 35 30 14 99 33 17 
0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
0 0 0 3 0 2 1 0 
3 1 4 16 3 17 12 1 
0 0 1 1 4 12 5 0 
0 4 4 2 2 4 3 0 
51 101 239 346 102 573 208 77 
2 2 7 14 4 30 4 1 
1 1 1 4 0 7 2 0 
3 8 5 21 5 27 20 0 
1 2 3 2 0 6 4 0 
15 20 17 97 18 88 71 23 
17 56 153 168 59 324 130 45 
1 8 50 23 5 61 43 6 
2 2 0 5 2 8 5 0 
9 2 3 12 u 22 19 2 
A. 
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Table H-9. 
U.S. District Courts Pretrial Services Act , Defendants with Bail Violations 
For the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| | TYPE OF VIOLATION* 
| _ DEFENDANTS DEFENDANTS > TOOT —— r 
| | RELEASED | WITH BAIL | | FAILURE 
| | __ OW BALL — _ _FELONY ; | | enenenenanen | TOAPPEAR | REPORTING _—USE OF DRUGS © OTHER 
ce 
Circuit & District Closed => Total | Percent | Total | Percent | Total (Percent, Total (Percent, Total | Percent Total (Percent Total Percent Total Percent 
TOTAL 50,198 31,330 62.4 4,509 14.4 601 1.2 399 8 863 1.7 748 1.5 1,762 3.5 659 1.3 
1ST 1,626 8990 («85.2 139 §=_:*15.5 17 1.0 . . 15 9 23 1.4 76 4.7 15 
ME 183 123 67.2 3 2.4 . . . . 1 6 - 1 
MA 573 372 «64.9 67 =: 18.0 14 2.4 . . 5 g 11 1.9 31 54 11 19 
NH 118 95 80.5 18 18.9 2 17 - - 2 1.7 8 12 10.2 1 8 
RI 223 89 ©: 39.9 4 4.5 . . . : . . 3 1.3 1 4 
PR 531 220 «41.4 47 21.4 1 2 . . 7 1.3 - 15 31 5.8 2 4 
2ND 3,181 2,135 67.1 195 9.1 47 1.5 15 5 68 2.1 23 7 48 1.5 19 6 
CT 323 247-765 18 7.3 3 9 2 6 4 1.2 3 9 5 1.5 1 3 
NY,N 431 312 72.4 17 5.4 3 7 1 2 2 5 7 1.6 4 g 
NYE 333 109. 32.7 4 3.7 1 3 1 3 1 3 2 5 . { 3 
NY,S 1,527 1,044 68.4 94 9.0 22 1.4 4 3 41 27 15 1.0 16 1.0 5 3 
NY,W 403 308 8=s 76.4 46 149 14 3.5 5 1.2 14 3.5 3 7 17 4.2 r 15 
vT 164 115 70.1 16 13.9 4 2.4 2 1.2 6 3.7 3 18 2 1.2 
3RD 2,694 1,865 68.9 2612 ‘14.1 49 1.8 38 1.4 61 2.3 51 1.9 87 2.5 30 1.1 
DE 148 97 655 15 15.5 1 7 : . 3 2.0 2 1.4 4 5.4 1 7 
NJ 840 626 745 124 198 31 3.7 29 3.5 35 4.2 19 2.3 22 2.6 12 1.4 
PAE 846 563 «66.5 71s «12.6 - 9 3 4 17 2.0 18 2.1 21 2.5 13 15 
PAM 341 248 8727 - 3.2 3 9 . . . . . 4 1.2 1 3 
PAW 281 197 70.1 23.0117 1 4 4 1.4 5 1.8 5 1.8 7 2.5 2 7 
vi 238 124 = 2.1 2016.1 5 2.1 2 1 4 7 2.9 5 2.1 1 4 
4TH 5,158 3,714 72.0 450 09 12.1 50 1.0 42 8 58 1.1 60 1.2 229 4.4 70 1.4 
MD 651 521 80.0 99 190 f 9 2 3 25 3.8 18 2.8 54 8.3 19 29 
NC.E 1,005 762 «758 44 5.8 - 8 ~ 8 3 3 - - 16 1.6 9 9 
NC.M 334 194 58.1 18 9.3 3 9 2 5 3 9 { 3 . 24 1 a 
NC.W 634 416 656 46 11.1 r 9 11 17 2 3 4 - 11 1.7 16 25 
SC 341 257 75.4 18 7.0 2 6 1 3 . 1 3 15 44 1 3 
VA.E 1,243 772 ~—s«62.1 107 13.9 4 3 ~ 4 16 1.3 20 1.6 62 5.0 11 g 
VA.W 416 336 «= 808 39 s«116 - 14 2 5 5 1.2 2 21 5.0 - 14 
WV.N 114 103 «90.4 > 5.8 2 18 3 2.6 3 2.6 2 1.8 
WV,S 420 353 84.0 73.0 «20.7 13 3.1 . 1.9 4 10 4 1.0 40 95 7 17 
Ak 
Ay 
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Table H-9. (Continued) 


| | | TYPE OF VIOLATION” 
| cereapaNtTs | FDA Or T 
| RELEASED WITH BAIL FAILURE | 
ON BAIL VIOLATIONS FELONY MISOEMEANOR TO APPEAR | REPORTING USE OF DRUGS OTHER 
| PSACases |——- r a 2 A Cn Ae ce | + t————-F . 
Circuit & District | Closed | Total | Percent | Tote | Percent | Total | Percent | Total Percent Total | Percent | Totai | Percent Total Percent Total _ Percent 
5TH 7,573 3,881 51.2 566s«‘14:<6 62 8 53 7 150 2.0 63 8 215 2.8 70 9 
LA.E 638 399 62.5 64 16.0 7 1.1 6 9 4 6 10 1.6 33 5.2 10 16 
LA.M 47 31 66.0 - - - - . - . - - ; ; 
LAW 258 188 = 72.9 8 4.3 2 3 - 4 16 1 4 3 1.2 
MS,.N 150 115 76.7 13 11.3 5 3.3 3 2.0 2 1.3 6 4.0 
MS,S 137 101 73.7 5 5.0 1 . . 1 7 1 7 2 15 
TX,N 948 571 60.2 74 13.0 12 1.3 4 4 17 1.8 11 1.2 25 26 4 4 
TX,E 348 243 («69.8 27 114 1 3 2 6 1.4 4 1.1 14 40 2 6 
TX,S 2,336 1,150 492 208 18.1 16 7 19 8 91 3.9 20 9 64 2.7 19 4 
TX.W 2,711 1,083 399 167 15.4 18 7 22 8 29 1.1 11 4 70 26 27 1.0 
6TH 4,846 3,676 75.9 371 10.1 68 ia 39 8 54 1.1 56 1.2 145 3.0 59 1.2 
KY,.E 367 289 = 78.7 21 7.3 14 2 5 5 1.4 . "1 3.0 2 5 
KYW 417 347s 83.2 37 10.7 8 1.9 10 2.4 1.0 2 5 11 26 3 19 
MILE 1,525 1242 81.4 113 91 23 1.5 8 5 18 12 25 1.6 28 18 17 11 
MI,W 269 199 74.0 17 8.5 3 1.1 2 7 3 1.1 2 7 4 1.5 3 11 
OH,N 668 508 760 47 93 a 1.3 2 3 10 1.5 6 3 18 2.7 9 13 
OH,S 671 464 692 71 15.3 6 9 8 1.2 ) 13 13 1.9 48 7.2 3 1.3 
TNE 297 1820s «61.3 22 12.1 4 1.3 5 1.7 1 3 2 7 9 3.0 4 13 
™N.M 159 84 86 2.8 25 298 2 13 2 1.3 3 1.9 3 1.9 10 6.3 6 38 
™N,W 473 361 76.3 18 5.0 “ 1.7 : 1 2 3 6 6 1.3 1 2 
7TH 2,404 1,633 67.9 2933 17.9 38 1.6 55 2.3 45 1.9 36 1.8 132 5.5 32 1.3 
1L,N 777 475s 61.1 121 25 5 15 19 35 45 28 3.6 21 2.7 33 4.2 12 1.5 
iL,C 303 219 723 ‘1 228 4 3.0 11 3.6 1 3 5 1.7 23 76 1 36 
IL.S 228 152s 66.7 16 10.5 3 13 9 4 1.8 3 1.3 5 2.2 3 1.3 
IN.N 271 220 «81.2 25 114 7 26 3 11 4 1.5 1 4 11 41 
IN.S 263 173 65.8 7 40 2 8 - 2 8 - 3 11 
WIE 410 311 75.9 69 222 2 5 3 7 6 1.5 5 1.2 53 12.9 5 1.2 
Wi.Ww 152 83 54.6 5 6.0 1 7 7 4 26 1 7 
8TH 2,445 1,774 72.6 348 19.6 3% 15 29 12 22 3 50 2.0 167 6.8 89 3.6 
ARE 306 268 #86876 39 146 3 1.0 5 1.6 4 1.3 27 a+ 1 3 
AR W 95 70 73.7 2 29 1 11 1 1.1 , . : 
|A.N 113 79 ~=s«&69.G 15 19.0 2 18 2 1.8 3 80 2 18 
IAS 161 98 §=—s« 60.9 25 255 1 6 4 25 5 3.1 15 93 3 5.0 
MN 437 296 ~=s«&6 7.7 29 98 . . 4 9 2 5 17 39 7 16 
MO,E 400 270 Ss «67.5 80 296 14 3.5 3 8 7 18 28 7.0 30 7.5 20 0 Ac” 
MO.W 320 224 70.0 59 26.3 6 19 4 13 4 1.3 3 93 37 116 11 3.4 ‘ 
NE 154 121 78.6 26 «215 5 3.2 5 3.2 2 1.3 2 1.3 13 8.4 5 2 
NO 205 145 707 22 15.2 1 5 2 1.0 2 1.0 1 5 a 39 - 3.9 
so 254 203 799 51 25.1 3 1.2 5 2.0 2 - 4 16 "1 43 27 06 
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Table H-9. (Continued) 
DEFENDANTS DEFENDANTS 
RELEASED WITH BAIL 
ON BAIL VIOLATIONS FELONY 
PSA Cases : 
Ciroult & District Closed Total | Percent Total | Percent | Total | Percent 
orn 10,066 6a = 881 “7 0s 16.5 104 a 
AK 246 173 70.6 7 40 . . 
AZ 2,649 1,703 64.3 253 14.9 25 9 
CAN 721 437 60.6 78 17.8 8 11 
CALE 585 265 46.3 60 22.6 2 3 
CA.C 1,506 763 478 104 13.6 15 a 
CAS 2,265 783 M6 138 17.6 23 1.0 
HI 184 79 429 26 32.9 1 5 
10 121 9! 76.2 3 33 
mT 248 164 66.1 1 67 1 4 
NV 702 457 65.1 126 27.6 17 24 
OR 727 399 54.9 87 218 7 1.0 
WA.E 276 130 471 14 10.8 1 4 
WwWAa.w 557 332 59.6 50 15.1 4 7 
GUAM 75 37 49.3 
NMI 5 1 20.0 
10TH 2,032 1063 0=—s «67.6 249 12.6 25 a 
co 615 420 68.3 54 12.9 2 3 
KS 265 189 71.3 14 74 1 4 
NM 1,022 682 66.7 129 189 18 18 
OK,N 222 148 667 1 7 
OK.E 90 56 62.2 2 3.6 . 
OK .W 400 293 73.3 24 82 3 8 
UT 225 135 60.0 16 11.9 1 4 
wy 93 60 64.5 9 15.0 
11TH 6,381 3,066 62.2 680 17.1 105 16 
AL,.N 335 270 80.6 28 10.4 6 18 
ALM 355 278 783 q 32 2 6 
ALS 387 263 68.0 43 16.3 5 13 
FL.N 352 187 53.1 a 48 ? A 
FLM 1416 887 426 141 169 1s 11 
FLS 2,132 1,063 499 330 31.0 45 2.1 
GA,.N 560 391 69.8 69 176 20 36 
GA.M 476 373 784 13 3.5 2 4 
GAS 368 254 69.0 38 16.0 8 2 
NOTE EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA INCLUDES RULE 40'S TRANSFERRED TO DISTRICT 


“INCLUDES DEFENDANTS WITH MULTIPLE BAIL VIOLATIONS 


a> . 


MISDEMEANOR 
Total | Percent 
00 a) 
12 § 
4 6 
1 2 
5 3 
14 6 
2 11 
2 17 
2 4 
13 19 
3 4 
2 4 
10 6 
6 1.0 
2 4 
4 4 
3 
49 8B 
2 6 
1 3 
3 4 
1 3 
14 1.0 
y Ba 


TYPE OF VIOLATION’ 
FAILURE 
TO APPEAR | REPORTING 
Total | Percent Total | Percent 
227 21 153 1.4 
105 40 35 13 
16 2.2 14 19 
10 1.7 7 1.2 
26 1.6 21 1.3 
“4 1.5 20 4 

1 § 

1 4 1 4 
16 2.3 25 36 
12 1,7 22 3.0 

1 4 2 7 

5 4 6 11 
63 2.1 61 1.7 
15 24 8 13 

1 4 1 4 
42 41 34 3.3 

1 3 4 1.0 

, 1 4 

4 43 3 32 

100 1.6 182 2.9 

2 6 7 2.1 

1 3 1 3 

8 2.1 5 13 

? 4 9 
20 14 16 11 
55 2 122 57 

8 4 2 45 

) 5 3 ia 


USE OF DRUGS OTHER 
Total Percent | Total | Percent 
360 3.3 146 1.3 
4 1.6 3 1.2 
76 2.8 33 12 
24 3.3 19 2.6 
36 6.0 10 1,7 
30 1.9 12 8 
50 2.2 10 4 
15 8.2 7 38 
. 1 8 
7 28 . 
48 6.8 19 2.7 
36 5.0 20 28 
8 29 2 7 
27 48 4 16 
78 2.7 34 12 
23 3.7 7 11 
8 3.0 3 1.1 
22 2.2 14 1.4 
. 1 5 
2.2 
11 28 8 
10 44 18 
2 2.2 2 2.2 
246 3.9 96 15 
12 36 4 12 
4 1.1 . 
19 49 5 13 
2 4 , 
69 49 18 13 
108 51 53 2.5 
15 2.7 5 4 
5 1.1 y) 4 
24 
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Table J-1. 
U.S. District Courts - Grand Juror Service 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District |__ In The Period | Convened In Session _| In Session | Per Session | Per Session 
TOTAL 836 11,571 226,784 61,806 19.8 §.3 
DC 8 386 7,621 2,024 19.7 §.2 
1ST 
ME 3 50 1,004 353 20.1 7.1 
MA 22 511 9,852 2,052 19.3 4.0 
NH 7 46 945 255 20.5 5.5 
Ri 5 57 1,122 336 19.7 5.9 
PR 4 67 1,263 380 18.9 5.7 
2ND 
oa CT 13 161 3,013 955 18.7 5.9 
z NY,N 12 128 2,458 673 19.2 5.3 
NY,E 43 698 12,753 3,129 18.3 4.5 
NY,S 45 715 13,892 2,813 19.4 3.9 
NY,W 4 178 3,568 957 20.0 5.4 
VT 5 67 1,341 370 20.0 5.5 
3RD 
DE 3 30 604 218 20.1 7.3 
NJ 14 229 4,381 884 19.1 3.9 
PA,E 16 348 6,707 1,925 19.3 5.5 
PA,M 10 105 2,101 648 20.0 6.2 
PA,W 12 115 2,355 621 20.5 5.4 
Vi 2 29 568 209 19.6 7.2 
4TH 
MD 16 211 4,041 838 19.2 4.0 
NC,E 9 81 1,714 433 21.2 5.3 
NC,M 2 32 625 187 19.5 5.8 
NC,W 5 39 795 276 20.4 7.1 
Sc 6 100 2,046 613 20.5 6.1 
VA,E 18 246 4,932 1,503 20.0 6.1 
VA,W 13 86 1,762 532 20.5 6.2 
WV,N 2 70 1,356 371 19.4 5.3 


Wv,S 12 Aw 88 1,787 703 20.3 8.0 
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Table J-1. (Continued) 
Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District | In The Period ” Convened in Session ] (In Session |. Per Session Per Session 
5TH 
LA,E 10 152 3,036 851 20.0 5.6 
LA,M 6 29 591 131 20.4 4.5 
LA,W 4 68 1,372 343 20.2 5.0 
MS,N 4 36 742 253 21.2 7.2 
MS,S 4 37 769 207 20.8 5.6 
TX,N 19 186 3,745 1,105 20.1 5.9 
TX,E 5 90 1,862 577 20.7 6.4 
TX,S 16 242 4,915 1,336 20.3 5.5 
TX,W 24 192 3,718 942 19.4 49 
6TH 
KY,E 7 55 1,100 284 20.0 5.2 
KY,W 3 98 1,922 567 19.6 5.8 
MI,E 23 245 5,015 1,394 20.5 5.7 
MI,W z) 116 2,379 617 20.5 5.3 
OH,N 14 122 2,412 730 19.8 6.0 
OH,S q 112 2,219 621 19.8 5.5 
TN,E 7 86 1,628 545 18.9 6.3 
TN,M 5 53 1,045 316 19.7 6.0 
TN,W y 85 1,682 440 19.8 5.2 
7TH 
IL,N 10 147 2,978 960 20.3 6.5 
IL,C 3 28 574 196 20.5 7.0 
IL,S 4 53 1,106 292 20.9 5.5 
IN,N 7 80 1,641 526 20.5 6.6 
IN,S 6 55 1,085 387 19.7 7.0 
WIE 5 62 1,244 291 20.1 4.7 
WI,W 2 30 625 168 20.8 5.6 
8TH 
AR,E 5 23 454 165 19.7 7.2 
AR,W 1 14 283 91 20.2 6.5 
1A,N 3 55 1,104 373 20.1 6.8 
IA,S 3 36 728 216 20.2 6.0 
MN 6 77 1,587 386 20.6 5.0 
MO,E 5 95 1,871 566 19.7 6.0 
MO,W 9 106 2,245 763 21.2 7.2 
NE 1 39 829 260 21.3 6.7 
ND Ar A 2 18 392 116 21.8 6.4 
SD 2UU 3 29 585 198 20.2 68 
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Table J-1. (Continued) 
— _ eget iiceeemaeneareapemiasanaenic 
Average Average 
Total Serving Sessions Jurors Hours Number Jurors Number Hours 
District | In The Period Convened i In Session In Session | Per Session Per Session 
9TH " 
AK 4 37 711 210 19.2 5.7 
AZ ) 145 2,854 778 19.7 5.4 
CA,N 14 213 4,233 965 19.9 45 
CA,E 12 145 2,843 856 19.6 5.9 
CA,C 34 434 8,656 2,295 19.9 5.3 
CA,S 9 242 4,840 1,482 20.0 6.1 
HI 6 87 1,693 357 19.5 4.1 
ID 2 38 755 254 19.9 6.7 
MT 4 29 581 202 20.0 7.0 
NV 8 146 2,810 816 19.2 5.6 
OR 13 100 1,954 658 19.5 6.6 
WA,E 6 49 1,016 303 20.7 6.2 
WA,W 4 109 2,281 803 20.9 7.4 
GUAM 4 37 722 141 19.5 3.8 
NMI 2 5 106 21 21.2 4.2 
10TH 
co 6 136 2,716 876 20.0 6.4 
KS 5 52 1,097 392 21.1 75 
NM 4 53 1,111 294 21.0 5.5 
OK,N 2 36 738 288 20.5 8.0 
OK,E 2 21 438 148 20.9 7.0 
OK,W 5 58 1,188 337 20.5 5.8 
UT 3 76 1,503 396 19.8 5.2 
WY 2 26 509 196 19.6 7.5 
11TH 
AL,N 6 74 1,535 512 20.7 6.9 
AL,M 3 14 302 86 21.6 6.1 
AL,S 7 37 808 253 21.8 6.8 
FL,N 3 59 1,223 393 20.7 6.7 
FL,M 18 342 6,668 1,957 19.5 5.7 
FL,S 45 738 14,495 2,666 19.6 3.6 
GA,N 11 102 2,058 671 20.2 6.6 
GA,M 7 39 791 262 20.3 6.7 
GA,S 5 69 1,460 467 21.2 6.8 
At] 
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Table J-2. 


U.S. District Courts - Petit Juror Service on Days Jurors were Selected For Trial 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992" 
~ —— | — Reeteentateeainns — , 7 Nu of Trial , on the 
—__ Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation we 4 + 
Total 
Percent Juries Selected Percent Percent 
ee ee .  2 | Cet end Cena) ve | __ cane 
TOTAL 441,194 28.3 37.6 1 20.0 14.1 11,722 0,239 46.3 $3.7 
oc 18,180 21.8 30.5 47.7 16.0 31.7 321 315 25.7 74.3 
18ST 
ME 1,700 37.7 38.9 23.4 12.9 10.5 62 17 35.3 647 
MA 7,007 28.0 417 30.3 23.5 6.8 191 163 68.7 31.3 
NH 1,174 24.9 43.7 31.4 31.4 0.0 27 19 63.2 36 8 
RI 1,946 45.5 25.1 29.4 20.1 9.2 81 5 20.0 80.0 
PR 4,055 21.6 31.6 46.9 21.6 25.3 79 79 43.0 57.0 
2ND 
CT 3,723 32.9 49.9 17.2 16.0 1.2 120 7 42.9 57.1 
NY,N 3,726 30.8 33.9 35.3 24.1 11.2 116 115 66.1 33.9 
NY,E 19,713 17.6 35.5 46.9 34.1 12.8 285 110 23.6 76.4 
NY,S 22,350 18.0 33.1 48.9 31.8 17.1 368 322 58.1 41.9 
NY,W 2,612 30.0 40.8 29.1 26.6 2.6 66 26 69 2 30.8 
vT 958 38.3 28.3 33.4 24.4 9.0 34 17 41.2 588 
3RD 
DE 1,258 30.0 30.4 39.7 32.0 7.7 37 37 62.2 37.8 
NJ 13,264 22.0 34.9 43.1 39.1 4.0 291 243 74.5 25.5 
PAE 18,774 20.9 43.4 35.7 6.8 289 402 402 72.9 27.1 
PAM 2,968 45.3 34.2 20.5 15.6 49 139 36 50.0 50.0 
PA,W 4,966 27.7 40.0 32.3 19.2 13.1 136 104 62.5 37.5 
vi 4,586 19.7 30.1 50.2 31.8 18.4 70 28 17.9 82 1 
4TH 
MD 6,899 24.0 39.3 36.7 20.1 16.6 156 154 56.5 43.5 
NC,E 2,264 53.4 40.7 5.9 5.9 0.0 93 22.4 77.6 
NC.M 2,567 39.3 36.9 23.8 17.0 6.8 82 61 13.1 86 9 
NC,W 2,323 43.9 23.3 32.8 269 5.9 84 68 30.9 69 1 
SC 4,931 58.3 29.7 12.0 9.3 2.6 384 “ 62.5 37.5 
VAE 8,178 29.2 28.6 42.3 31.0 11.3 237 237 43.0 57.0 
VA.W 3,264 30.9 48.2 21.0 5.0 16.0 97 96 36 5 63.5 
WV,N 1,725 28.5 43.1 28.3 14.8 13.5 47 45 40.0 60.0 
W,.S Ato 1,556 37.9 52.4 9.7 7.4 23 57 56 446 55.4 
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Table J-2. (Continued) 
Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation ae 4 
Percent not Selected or Challenged Total 
Percent Percent Non- Juries Selected Percent Percent 
District Total Selected Challenged Overall Voir Dire’ Voir Dire? | (Civil and Criminal); Total Civil Criminal 

5TH 
LA.E 4,307 39.9 478 12.3 8.7 3.5 208 195 75.4 24.6 
LA.M 546 36.8 47.3 15.9 7.5 8.4 26 26 80.8 19.2 
LA,W 3,841 29.6 31.4 38.9 35.2 3.7 121 95 66.3 33.7 
MS.N 2,226 38.6 38.1 23.3 14.5 8.8 79 60 45.0 55.0 
MS,S 3,495 29.9 36.9 33.2 24.7 85 114 100 65.0 35.0 
TX,N 7,208 25.6 35.4 39.0 20.5 18.5 171 161 45.3 54.7 
TX,E 4,751 39.5 40.5 20.0 6.9 13.1 232 49 53.1 46.9 
Tx,S 12,933 30.4 33.8 35 8 15.7 20.0 366 191 57.6 42.4 
TX,W 8,700 32.5 38.0 29.4 15.2 14.3 259 170 29.4 70.6 

6TH 
KY,E 4,708 27.8 38.3 34.0 21.6 12.4 119 117 48.7 51.3 
KY,W 2,523 28.2 38.0 33.8 16.5 17.3 68 66 47.0 53.0 
MIE 8,025 27.2 31.6 41.2 28.6 12.6 201 200 50.0 50.0 
MI.W 1,638 31.8 37.1 31.1 23.3 7.9 50 48 52.1 47.9 
OH,.N 4,460 40.3 32.2 27.5 14.2 13.3 170 96 53.1 46.9 
OH,S 4,902 24.9 24.8 40.3 21.8 18.5 115 105 48.6 51.4 
TNE 3,295 33.6 30.9 35.5 15.9 19.6 119 119 61.3 38.7 
TN.M 1,835 42.6 40.8 16.6 10.3 6.3 74 74 52.7 47.3 
T™N.W 4,208 31.4 32.0 36.7 23.1 13.6 112 110 20.9 79.1 

7TH 
1L,.N 12,786 24.0 32.9 43.1 17.2 25.9 284 281 52.7 47.3 
iL,C 2,518 33.6 33.3 33.1 22.8 10.2 79 46 45.7 54.3 
iL,s 3,012 29.3 33.8 36.9 22.2 14.6 85 658 50.0 50.0 
IN.N 2,918 28.4 32.9 38.7 30.6 8.1 76 76 47.4 52.6 
INS 1,437 29.6 39.5 30.9 14.7 16.2 43 43 53.5 46.5 
wi,— 3,184 35.7 475 16.7 14.1 27 102 97 35.1 64.9 
Wwi,.Ww 1,042 40.9 45.1 14.0 9.1 49 47 34 61.8 38.2 

8TH 
ARE 4,112 29.9 37.2 32.9 27.8 5.1 116 109 72.5 27.5 
AR.W 2,100 27.7 29.0 43.3 32.2 1.4 57 56 75.0 25.0 
1A,N 1,414 28.9 40.4 30.7 22.9 78 36 36 38.9 61.1 
IAS 1,469 35.5 38.6 25.9 22.6 3.3 44 43 34.9 65 1 
MN 3,679 30.3 42.0 27.7 17.5 10.2 100 98 40.8 59.2 
MO,E 7,120 21.9 30.1 48.0 13.1 34.9 180 176 72.2 27.8 
MO,W 4,139 24.1 45.6 30.3 17.1 13.2 102 101 56.4 43.6 
NE A ro 2,286 29.3 30.8 39.9 17.8 22.1 59 49 53.1 46.9 
NOD 2 1,254 32.4 42.7 25.0 15.9 9.0 38 36 41.7 58.3 
sD 1,833 33.9 45.3 20.8 17.6 3.2 56 52 32.7 67.3 
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Table J-2. (Continued) 


Number of Jurors Present for Jury Selection or Orientation — > -— 
Percent not Selected or Chailenged Total 
Percent Percent Non- Juries Selected Percent Percent 

District Total Selected Challenged Overall Voir Dire’ | Voir Dire’ | (Civiland Criminal); Total Civil Criminal 

9TH ° 
AK 2,652 23.1 31.0 45.9 29.6 16.3 4 49 20.4 79.6 
Az 8,780 23.3 45.4 31.3 17.5 13.8 170 170 12.4 87.6 
CA.N 6,002 23.9 417 34.5 26.9 7.6 136 136 52.9 471 
CAE 3,649 28.4 38.4 33.2 27.7 5.5 93 92 43.5 56.5 
CA,C 16,183 24.0 56.9 19.1 16.9 2.2 335 335 36.7 63.3 
CAS 5,961 33.6 33.4 33.0 178 A 166 166 21.7 78.3 
HI 2,596 27.1 52.1 20.8 15.5 5.4 54 42 14.3 86.7 
iD 1,623 32.2 47.4 20.4 41 16.3 46 23.9 76.1 
MT 1,823 28.4 34.8 36.8 27.5 9.3 51 48 43.8 56.3 
NV 4,230 29.6 43.6 26.8 20.6 6.2 102 101 27.7 72.3 
OR 4,458 22.5 65.1 12.4 0.0 12.4 101 101 51.5 48.5 
WA,E 1,673 41.3 ai 17.6 15.4 22 56 56 14.3 85.7 
WA,W 2,550 32.0 41.6 26.3 17.4 8.9 73 73 28.8 71.2 
GUAM 369 29.3 30.1 40.7 40.7 0.0 8 8 0.0 100.0 
NMI 548 12.0 30.3 57.7 16.8 40.9 ? 7 714 28.6 

10TH 
co 2,825 26.1 29.2 447 35.6 91 89 87 62.1 37.9 
KS 4,015 285 32.1 39.4 23.8 15.6 108 108 49.1 50.9 
NM 3,132 6 411 19.0 10.0 8.9 118 65 24.6 75.4 
OK.N 2,119 30.7 31.1 38.2 21.8 16.4 64 53 47.2 52.8 
OK,E 595 49.1 36.3 146 14.3 0.3 34 15 46.7 53.3 
OK.W 2,929 29.9 28.0 42.1 36.9 5.2 93 65 72.3 27.7 
UT 2,280 29.9 43.0 27.1 13.8 13.3 57 57 29.8 70.2 
wy 709 41.0 49.5 94 9.4 0.0 33 33 667 33.3 

11TH 
ALN 4,374 33.6 40.0 26.5 2.9 23.5 153 131 58.8 412 
AL.M 2,745 51.3 32.3 16.4 15.4 1.0 128 47 29.8 70.2 
ALS 4,801 39.6 50.2 10.2 5.7 45 159 3 62.5 375 
FLN 3,160 443 40.3 15.4 11.5 3.9 113 67 17.9 82.1 
FL.M 9,572 24.7 29.6 45.7 25.9 19.8 204 201 33.3 667 
FL.S 17,192 29.1 37.4 33.6 14.7 18.9 391 389 9.3 90.7 
GA.N 6,786 31.0 413 27.7 92 18.5 204 189 474 52.9 
GA.M 1,979 413 25.2 33.5 26.3 72 66 45 51.1 48.9 
GA.S 2,313 38.9 43.7 175 6.1 11.3 91 38 52.6 474 


NOTE: THIS TABLE INCLUDES DATA ON JURY SELECTION DAYS ONLY. DATA ON JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTION DAY ARE NOT INCLUDED. THEREFORE, A DISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY 
AND BEGINS TRIAL AT A LATER DATE WILL SHOW JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT SHOW TRIAL ACTIVITY. DUE TO ROUNDING OFF, PERCENTS MAY NOT ADD TO 100.0 PERCENT 

‘JURORS WHO COMPLETE PRE-SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRES OR ARE IN THE COURTROOM DURING THE CONDUCTING OF VOIR DIRE, BUT ARE NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED 

OTHER JURORS NOT SELECTED OR CHALLENGED WHO ARE NOT CALLED TO THE COURTROOM OR OTHERWISE DO NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE ACTUAL VOIR DIRE. 
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Table K-1. 
Federal Defender Organizations - Summary of Representations by District 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CASES CLOSED 
HOURS IN COURT’ 
Representations Pending Average Pending 
By District October 1, 1001 Cases Opened Number Total Per Case § September 30, 1992 
TOTAL 14,161 41,319 30,740 105,834 2.7 15,740 
CRIMINAL 8,933 26,734 24,726 91,205 3.7 9,941 
APPEALS 2,041 2,150 1,618 893 0.6 2,373 
OTHER? 3,187 13,435 13,196 13,736 1.0 3,426 
AK 11 160 185 603 3.3 86 
CRIMINAL 49 103 114 §33 47 38 
APPEALS 23 16 27 6 0.2 12 
OTHER 39 41 44 64 1.5 36 
Az 380 1,637 1,502 3,205 2.1 515 
CRIMINAL 261 1,359 1,232 2,951 2.4 388 
APPEALS 43 53 47 21 0.4 49 
OTHER 76 225 223 234 1.0 78 
CA,N 373 968 894 2,622 2.9 447 
CRIMINAL 286 628 601 2,238 3.7 313 
APPEALS 32 21 13 15 1.1 40 
OTHER 55 319 280 370 1.3 94 
CAE 441 1,003 2,009 3,813 1.9 425 
CRIMINAL 300 1,491 1,519 3,299 2.2 272 
APPEALS 37 48 35 12 0.3 50 
OTHER 104 454 455 503 1.1 103 
CA,C 812 1,983 1,802 7,262 4.0 993 
CRIMINAL 451 1,186 1,121 6,283 5.6 516 
APPEALS 209 175 130 53 0.4 254 
OTHER 152 622 551 927 1.7 223 
CA,S’ 665 5,494 5,345 6,931 1.3 814 
CRIMINAL 418 3,632 3,503 5,984 1.7 547 
APPEALS 148 84 89 97 1.1 143 
OTHER 99 1,778 1,753 850 0.5 124 
co/wy 188 662 589 1,531 2.6 261 
CRIMINAL Aft.~ 84 394 358 1,359 3.8 120 
APPEALS J 79 72 69 27 0.4 82 
OTHER 25 196 162 146 0.9 59 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


a Renee 


Representations Pending 
By District | October 1, 1991 = Cases Opened 
cT 139 240 
CRIMINAL 90 141 
APPEALS 7 13 
OTHER 42 86 
Dc 168 699 
CRIMINAL 129 412 
APPEALS 25 89 
OTHER 14 198 
FL,N 90 385 
CRIMINAL 56 269 
APPEALS 12 28 
OTHER 22 88 
FL,M 509 1,242 
x CRIMINAL 284 711 
- APPEALS 130 82 
OTHER 95 449 
FL,S 1,617 1,683 
CRIMINAL 872 904 
APPEALS 277 190 
OTHER 468 589 
GA,N 433 1,002 
CRIMINAL 222 506 
APPEALS 74 73 
OTHER 137 423 
HI 255 558 
CRIMINAL 226 530 
APPEALS 13 18 
OTHER 16 10 
IL,N* 348 791 
CRIMINAL 232 406 
APPEALS 11 11 
OTHER 105 374 
TOTAL: IL,C,S/MO,E 166 682 
CRIMINAL 114 397 
APPEALS 24 43 
OTHER 28 242 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


CASES CLOSED 
RS IN RT’ 

Representations Pending Average Pending 
By District October 1, 1991 Cases Opened Number Total Per Case § September 30, 1992 
ILC 2 2 3 12 4.0 1 
CRIMINAL 1 1 1 11 11.0 - 

APPEALS - 1 1 - - - 
OTHER 1 - 1 1 1.0 - 

iL,s 52 342 297 1,036 3.5 97 
CRIMINAL 38 180 145 870 6.0 73 
APPEALS 6 16 10 27 2.7 12 
OTHER 8 146 142 140 1.0 12 
mMO,E 112 338 318 1,030 3.2 132 
CRIMINAL 75 216 208 950 4.6 83 
APPEALS 18 26 25 4 0.2 19 
OTHER 19 96 85 76 0.9 30 

KS 127 434 396 990 2.5 165 
CRIMINAL 86 276 249 870 3.5 113 
APPEALS 21 33 26 10 0.4 28 
OTHER 20 125 121 111 0.9 24 

LA,E 166 550 540 1,157 2.1 176 
CRIMINAL 105 332 317 995 3.1 120 
APPEALS 26 35 38 5 0.1 23 
OTHER 35 183 185 157 0.8 33 

MD 324 993 1,030 2,077 2.0 287 
CRIMINAL 200 628 666 1,753 2.6 162 
APPEALS 40 42 46 36 0.8 36 
OTHER 84 323 318 288 0.9 89 

MA 151 106 105 712 6.8 152 
CRIMINAL 91 56 67 687 10.3 80 
APPEALS 14 19 13 4 0.3 20 
OTHER 46 31 25 21 0.8 52 
Mi,E* 248 803 684 1,922 2.8 367 
CRIMINAL 199 626 539 1,692 3.1 286 
APPEALS 24 25 17 21 1.2 32 
OTHER 25 152 128 209 1.6 49 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 


CASESCLOSED—CM 


| __ HOURS IN. 
Representations Pending 

By District October 1, 1991 Cases Opened Total 
MN 125 890 
CRIMINAL 68 740 
APPEALS 22 8 
OTHER 35 143 
mo,w°’ 148 771 
CRIMINAL 80 598 
APPEALS s) 24 
OTHER 59 150 
NV 255 1,666 
CRIMINAL 198 1,347 
APPEALS 21 7 
OTHER 36 312 
NJ/DEL 509 3,228 
CRIMINAL 415 2,874 
APPEALS 15 10 
OTHER 79 344 
NM 281 990 
CRIMINAL 110 904 
APPEALS 74 23 
OTHER 97 64 
TOTAL: NEW YORK’ 1,043 10,294 
CRIMINAL 811 8,888 
APPEALS 52 51 
OTHER 180 1,355 
NY,E 500 6,465 
CRIMINAL 449 5,745 
APPEALS : - 
OTHER 51 720 
2ND CIRCUIT 58 56 
CRIMINAL - 1 
APPEALS 52 51 
OTHER 6 4 
NY,S 485 3,726 
CRIMINAL 362 3,110 
APPEALS - - 
OTHER 123 616 


Table K-1. (Continued) 


CASES CLOSED 
HOURS IN COURT" 
Representations Pending | | | Average Pending 
By District October 1, 1991 Cases Opened | Number | Total PerCase September 30, 1992 
NY,W* - 69 22 48 2.2 47 
CRIMINAL 53 14 33 2.3 39 
APPEALS . . . . . 
OTHER 16 8 15 1.9 8 
NC,E 240 574 546 1,149 2.1 268 
CRIMINAL 132 369 349 943 2.7 152 
APPEALS 40 29 36 14 0.4 33 
OTHER 68 176 161 193 1.2 83 
OH,N 98 342 284 795 2.8 156 
CRIMINAL 71 233 191 645 3.4 113 
APPEALS 7 11 5 4 0.7 13 
OTHER 20 98 88 147 1.7 30 
TOTAL: OKLAHOMA’ 150 450 411 1,083 2.6 189 
CRIMINAL 96 242 230 887 3.9 108 
APPEALS 35 60 36 29 0.8 59 
OTHER 19 148 145 167 1.2 22 
OK,N 47 141 129 467 3.6 55 
CRIMINAL 25 82 77 407 5.3 30 
APPEALS 13 22 14 8 0.6 21 
OTHER 5 37 38 52 1.4 4 
OK,E 24 54 55 97 1.8 23 
CRIMINAL 12 25 25 71 2.8 12 
APPEALS 11 5 8 7 0.9 8 
OTHER 1 24 22 19 0.8 3 
OK,W 83 255 227 520 2.3 111 
CRIMINAL 59 135 128 409 3.2 66 
APPEALS 11 33 14 14 1.0 30 
OTHER 13 87 85 97 1.1 15 
OR 396 936 930 1,627 1.7 402 
CRIMINAL 208 386 415 1,349 3.3 179 
APPEALS 84 110 74 38 0.5 120 
OTHER 104 440 441 240 0.5 103 
ae 
PA,E A J 467 786 713 2,019 2.8 540 
CRIMINAL 219 462 422 1,661 3.9 259 
APPEALS 10 25 18 7 0.4 17 
OTHER 238 299 273 352 1.3 264 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 
L CASES CLOSED | 
HOURS IN COURT' 
Representations Pending | _ Average Pending 
By District October 1, 1991 Cases Opened Number | Total | Per Case § September 30, 1992 
PA,M 162 291 235 271 1.2 218 
CRIMINAL 81 178 151 244 1.6 108 
APPEALS 15 28 17 2 0.1 26 
OTHER 66 85 67 25 0.4 84 
PA,W 160 250 244 743 3.0 166 
CRIMINAL 48 134 115 634 &.§ 67 
APPEALS 46 29 31 4 0.3 44 
OTHER 66 87 98 101 1.0 55 
PR 145 474 467 1,834 3.9 152 
CRIMINAL 87 348 351 1,763 5.0 84 
APPEALS 9 12 7 5 0.6 14 
OTHER 4g 114 109 67 0.6 
sc 243 596 504 866 1.7 335 
CRIMINAL 196 460 393 770 2.0 263 
APPEALS 24 19 16 18 1.1 27 
OTHER 23 117 95 78 0.8 45 
T™N,E - 135 32 82 2.6 103 
CRIMINAL - 106 24 71 3.0 82 
APPEALS - 11 1 - - 10 
OTHER - 18 7 11 1.6 11 
™N,M 387 312 306 435 1.4 393 
CRIMINAL 289 222 240 366 1.5 271 
APPEALS 25 23 4 8 1 39 
OTHER 73 67 57 61 1.1 83 
TN,W149 373 331 1,442 4.4 191 
CRIMINAL 111 274 243 1 ,33¢ 5.5 142 
APPEALS 23 35 29 23 0.8 29 
OTHER 15 64 59 84 1.4 20 
TX,N 146 558 469 1,572 3.4 235 
CRIMINAL 104 349 305 1,424 4.7 148 
APPEALS 30 85 59 8 0.1 56 
OTHER 12 124 105 140 1.3 31 
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Table K-1. (Continued) 
CASES CLOSED | 
HOURS IN COURT’ 1 
Representations Pending | Average — Pending 

By District October 1, 1991 Cases Opened Number Total | Per Case _ September 30, 1992 
Tx,S 403 1,764 1,737 3,347 1.9 430 
CRIMINAL 288 1,226 1,216 2,974 2.4 298 
APPEALS 60 81 77 16 0.2 64 
OTHER 55 457 444 358 0.8 68 
TX,w 383 1,305 1,218 2,092 1.7 470 
CRIMINAL 240 829 777 1,660 2.1 292 
APPEALS 85 65 67 5 0.1 83 
OTHER 58 411 374 428 1.1 95 
vi 265 251 312 957 3.1 204 
CRIMINAL 173 169 196 865 4.4 146 
APPEALS 24 14 23 11 0.5 15 
OTHER 58 68 93 82 0.9 43 
os WA,E® . 169 116 303 2.6 53 
> CRIMINAL . 139 102 277 2.7 37 
APPEALS . 12 . . . 12 
OTHER . 18 14 26 1.9 4 
WA,W 171 680 936 1.5 222 
CRIMINAL 90 433 396 802 2.0 127 
APPEALS 36 36 44 34 0.8 28 
OTHER 45 211 189 101 0.5 67 
WVA,S 124 370 340 624 1.8 154 
CRIMINAL 63 170 152 486 3.2 81 
APPEALS 26 27 32 28 0.9 21 
OTHER 35 173 156 111 0.7 52 


' NUMBERS MAY NOT ADD TO TOTAL DUE TO ROUNDING TO WHOLE HOURS. 
° OTHER REPRESENTATIONS INCLUDE COURT DIRECTED PRISONER REPRESENTATIONS, BAIL/PRESENTMENT, WITNESS, PROBATION REVOCATION, AND PAROLE REVOCATION REPRESENTATIONS. 
‘TOTAL INCLUDES 1,097 COURT DIRECTED PRISONER REPRESENTATIONS OF INMATES OF THE U.S. MEDICAL CENTER FOR FEDERAL PRISONERS AT SPRINGFIELD, MISSOURI. 

* THE FEDERAL DEFENDER FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, WESTERN BEGAN REPORTING REPRESENTATIONS IN JULY 1992. 

* DURING THE LAST QUARTER OF FY92, THIS ORGANIZATION SPLIT INTO “OKLAHOMA, NORTHERN AND EASTERN” AND “OKLAHOMA, WESTERN” 

° THE FEDERAL DEFENDER OF THE DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON, EASTERN BEGAN REFORTING REPRESENTATIONS IN APRIL 1992. 

“COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATION A c 
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Table M-1. 
U.S. District Courts - Misdemeanor Cases: Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges by Nature of Offense 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Clroult and Dietict | Total | Trattic | nett | FoodOrug | weapons | trespass | Mail | Assoult | Fraud | Other 


TOTAL 11,033 6,313 2,064 030 136 25 110 176 1,261 038 
bc 45 2 3 40 
18ST 19 1 7 3 - 1 : 3 3 
ME 4 1 1 1 1 
MA 10 1 5 2 1 1 
NH 
Ri . 
PR 5 1 1 1 2 
2ND 553 164 71 63 2 : 26 61 103 83 
CT 6 1 1 2 2 
NY,N 359 154 30 15 2 8 60 33 57 
NYE 58 7 12 6 26 7 
NYS 28 8 1 4 14 1 
NY .W 90 26 22 6 1 25 10 
vT 12 2 1 3 6 
3AD 200 . 22 26 2 . § 2 We 51 
DE 16 5 2 1 6 1 
NJ 148 1§ 15 1 3 1 70 43 
PALE 1 1 
PA.M 24 2 4 1 2 4 6 
PAW 1 . 1 . 
vi 11 . 10 1 
4TH 2,038 1,634 612 211 60 - 3 27 137 250 
MD 242 61 118 25 1 1 25 11 
NCE 846 669 135 7 1 6 11 17 
NC.M 8 : 1 5 2 
NC .W 87 3 4 21 : 1 5 53 
sc 66 5 17 18 1 1 6 18 
VA,E 1,665 896 336 132 53 3 1 20 85 139 
VA.W 17 . 1 1 5 10 
WV.N 
Wwv.s 7 1 6 
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Table M-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District Total Trattic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail | Assauit Fraud Other 
6TH 716 66 126 136 4 . 3 Q 284 
LA,E 2 - 1 1 
LA,M . . - . 
LA,W 35 30 3 2 
MS,N 4 - 1 - 2 1 
MS,S 2 1 : 1 
TX,N 20 4 7 3 - . 2 4 
TX,E 14 1 1 3 3 6 
TX,S 290 3 111 - 3 148 25 
TX,W 349 78 91 20 4 2 3 125 26 
6TH 620 89 276 43 16 1 10 12 a0 75 
KY,E 1 - - - - - - - 1 - 
KYW 320 12 222 14 13 2 7 15 35 
Mi,E 45 4 15 - 2 18 6 
MI,W 4 2 - 1 1 3 2 
OH,N 11 1 3 . 1 5 1 
a OH,S 64 2 32 6 3 5 16 
TN,E 70 1 4 3 - 4 45 8 
™N.M 97 73 7 2 1 1 1 1 5 6 
TN,W 3 . - 2 1 
7TH 361 118 99 27 3 8 9 " 45 31 
IL,N 58 5 8 8 1 5 . 23 8 
iL,C 53 47 3 1 - . 1 1 
iL,S 45 6 29 1 . . 4 
INN 29 10 . 6 . 11 2 
IN,S 144 50 57 9 1 7 1 11 2 6 
Wie 18 . 2 2 1 1 3 6 3 
Wwi.w 4 . . 2 2 
8TH 349 262 10 22 - 1 3 1 18 32 
ARE 6 . 3 1 - 2 
AR,.W 39 20 3 4 3 3 6 
\A,N 6 . 4 1 1 . 
\IA,S 1 . . 1 
MN 12 5 7 
MO,E 8 . 5 3 
MO,W 253 241 1 6 1 4 
NE 16 . 6 1 3 6 
ND 3 1 . . . 2 
SD 5 4 1 
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Table M-1. (Continued) 


Circuit and District Total Traffic Theft Food/Drug Weapons Trespass Mail Assault Fraud Other 

9TH 3,266 1,846 367 364 38 2 33 31 370 205 
AK 143 46 54 4 - - - 3 7 24 
AL 400 1 - 112 28 1 : 192 66 
CA,N 199 69 29 11 1 - 15 58 16 
CA,E 221 36 91 12 2 1 6 1 47 25 
CA,C 33 - 5 2 - - 5 - 15 6 
CA,S 137 2 8 99 - 1 15 12 
HI 1,205 1,113 47 25 - 1 3 15 
ID 13 10 - - - - 1 1 1 
MT 16 1 1 2 - - 1 11 
NV 16 - 4 2 - - - 7 3 
OR 2 - - - - - - - 1 1 
WA,E 4 - 2 - - 1 . - 1 
WA,W 867 568 126 90 6 - 3 27 23 24 
GUAM - - - - - - - . - 
NMI - - - - - - - - 

10TH 534 210 165 20 5 § 13 17 50 ag 
co 86 20 25 1 1 2 7 8 14 8 
KS 80 18 43 2 - - - 2 4 11 
NM 55 1 4 1 3 4 5 22 z) 
OK,N - - - - - - - - 
OK,E 5 - - 2 - - - 1 2 
OK,W 272 168 83 1 1 - 1 6 12 
UT 32 2 13 5 2 - 1 1 3 5 
WY 4 1 . - . - - 1 2 

11TH 2,362 1,013 205 25 7 3 4 § 47 53 
AL,N 87 62 18 - 2 - - 5 - 
AL,M 176 78 79 5 - 4 4 6 
AL,S 5 - 1 - - 3 1 
FL,N 25 1 19 3 - 1 1 
FL,M 19 3 2 6 - - 5 3 
FL,S 1 - - 1 - . - 
GA,N 51 7 7 4 3 - 1 25 4 
GA,M 1,785 1,642 94 4 4 - 2 3 36 
GA,S 203 120 75 2 1 . - 2 1 2 
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Table M-1A. 
U.S. District Courts - Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges by Nature of Offense During the 
Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


PETTY OFFENSES 
Other 
____ Clreult and District” Total a J F | Littering | 

TOTAL 60,440 3,388 53,488 6,718 1,206 277 

oc 34 0 1 0 0 0 5 0 7 0 21 

1ST MA 322 1 225 0 6 0 3 2 33 1 51 
ME 29 0 0 21 1 0 0 0 0 1 6 
NH 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 5 
PR 156 11 105 2 2 0 14 0 4 4 14 
Ri 26 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 19 1 3 

2ND CT 140 7 127 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 2 
NY,E 730 7 525 0 38 3 20 5 23 53 56 
NY,N 1,568 41 1,289 83 4 0 35 3 6 22 80 
NYS 928 54 752 0 19 0 17 i) 5 33 39 
NY,.W 38 0 14 18 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 
VT 29 0 1 23 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 

3RD DE 30 3 14 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 
NJ 1,446 82 1,065 3 43 0 39 2 31 53 128 
PA.E 1,008 19 690 17 25 3 54 0 27 42 131 
PA.M 191 21 120 0 6 3 8 2 2 11 1 
PA.W 35 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 11 
Vi 20 0 1 0 0 0 1 8 1 0 u 

4TH MD 15,827 598 14,288 0 38 1 52 129 56 250 415 
NCE 4,084 20 3,772 0 44 2 10 17 49 3 167 
NC.M 29 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 
NCW 121 26 36 0 17 2 4 15 1 3 17 
sc 313 26 164 4 2 0 2 40 g 13 48 
VALE 3,876 189 3,134 0 23 1 52 80 72 77 248 
VA.W 398 20 150 4 24 4 11 35 4 1 140 
WV,.N 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
wv.s 45 4 8 0 4 1 4 1 0 0 13 
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Table M1-A. (Continued) 


PETTY OFFENSES 
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Table M-1A. (Continued) 


PETTY OFFENSES 

Other Disorderly Hunting 
___ Circuit and District_ Total Dbuvow! Traftic immigration | Foow/Drugs | Littering _ Conduct T Theft Other 
9TH AK 235 0 160 0 0 0 ' 42 19 0 13 
Az 1,848 145 306 944 54 14 56 32 13 26 258 
CA.C 2,383 1,806 0 27 10 46 66 70 126 189 
CAE 3,477 261 1,610 9 86 74 126 188 54 97 972 
CA.N 1,129 30 839 0 9 1 14 18 32 68 118 
CA,S 4,327 52 227 3,482 449 0 5 8 36 23 45 
HI 904 132 829 0 0 0 3 0 15 ' 14 
1D 65 0 6 0 0 6 ' 9 14 ' 28 
MT 236 47 46 0 2 ’ " 60 16 6 47 
NV 616 72 296 0 49 17 19 20 17 24 102 
OR 286 , 51 0 1 2 5 59 22 9 136 
WA,E 101 1 30 0 3 5 3 12 9 0 38 
WA,W 3,908 12 3,395 0 12 10 99 69 39 " 261 
S 10TH CO 319 17 185 0 3 1 5 19 3 17 69 
kS 342 68 102 0 5 0 17 ? 9 49 85 
NM 1,779 137 1,248 0 1 21 26 39 26 75 196 
OK,E 17 ’ 4 0 2 2 0 6 ' 0 ' 
OK,N 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 
OK,w 2,291 29 2,138 0 2 1 10 32 8 3 63 
UT 2,182 33 1,411 0 25 4 21 97 73 35 483 
WY 534 145 145 0 16 0 10 48 26 20 124 
11TH ALM 642 0 581 0 ' 2 6 21 7 0 24 
AL,N 422 2 337 0 2 1 3 4 11 9 53 
ALS 2 0 ' 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
FL.M 238 29 92 0 2 2 " 23 1" 17 51 
FL.N 981 110 485 0 15 8 23 32 11 103 94 
FL.S 272 ? 129 0 1 ’ 23 39 15 6 51 
GAM 50 2 14 2 0 0 0 4 6 ' 21 
GA.N 308 50 70 4 9 10 46 29 8 28 54 
GA,S 1,382 22 1,220 0 0 3 5 43 25 12 52 


NOTE: DUV/OW! - DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OR DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED. 
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Table M-3. 
U.S. District Courts - Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(A) 
During the Twelve Month Period Ending September 30, 1992 


_ 
Search Arrest Initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants | Summonses Appearances | Examinations Reviews §§ Sessions Arraignments | Other 
TOTAL 206,854 23,279 20,379 2,074 $5,146 6,969 8,260 5,615 37,610 44,552 
Dc 3,019 595 201 1 635 398 104 133 133 819 
1ST MA 2,361 360 186 33 436 117 74 165 356 634 
ME 386 31 5 0 92 13 19 27 138 61 
NH 297 1§ 1 0 85 1 8 37 114 26 
PR 2,105 85 120 4 598 203 96 55 550 394 
RI 892 90 89 2 106 79 7 35 191 293 
2ND CT 1,085 253 95 0 207 17 80 59 131 243 
NY,E 6,363 864 843 64 2,027 51 327 345 636 1,206 
NY,N 1,411 180 176 4 366 6 48 93 282 256 
NY,S 6,504 1,181 934 17 1,953 45 158 303 648 1,265 
NY,W 1,553 268 148 11 345 22 136 82 320 221 
VT 450 31 59 7 85 1§ 29 25 96 103 
3RD CDE 294 27 35 90 7 3 15 37 
NJ 2,618 425 343 3 851 17 53 245 79 602 
PA,E 5,460 665 942 10 959 378 81 207 811 1,407 
PA,M 724 105 oe 0 291 17 7 19 95 126 
PA,W 1,544 253 106 32 268 60 18 152 325 330 
vi 976 46 65 4 276 128 55 43 201 158 
4TH MD 2,411 494 324 0 610 32 79 44 396 432 
NC,E 1,371 209 130 1 449 164 23 45 10 340 
NC.M 1,269 ad 118 0 409 80 7§ 14 143 386 
NC,W 2,153 163 214 0 853 40 141 21 244 477 
Sc 3,029 310 523 1§ 461 108 235 11§ 888 374 
VA,E 3,972 480 579 45 1,056 415 83 64 209 1,041 
VA,W 1,149 82 76 2 387 86 81 14 86 335 
WV,N 748 36 27 32 235 27 17 1 291 82 
WV,.S 1,357 71 211 23 274 97 57 49 336 239 
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Table M-3. (Continued) 
| 
Search Arrest Initial | Pryliminary Bail Grand Jury 
District Total Warrants Warrants  Summonses Appearance: «xaminations | Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 
6T™ LAE 3,176 151 at) a) 016 26 192 107 861 611 
LAM 187 3 6 0 85 4 1 0 27 26 
LAW 1,237 79 114 46 320 6 52 26 254 348 
MS_N 536 39 47 1 161 21 16 11 139 102 
MS.S 1,216 90 89 0 6 86 23 13 36! 168 
TX. 1,519 130 69 1 463 45 32 40 343 382 
TX.N 4,224 506 49/7 119 1548 175 92 1 306 970 
TS 11,673 1,239 856 285 3,224 586 384 204 2,320 2,475 
TX,W 7,049 503 1,213 50 2,421 602 309 130 358 1,463 
6™ KYE ASB 134 iis) 16 182 79 16 16 152 204 
KYW 1,201 63 93 0 212 50 18 39 277 519 
Mit 5,137 907 836 5 1,189 97 % 167 1,036 864 
MiLw 1,156 131 140 0 178 27 1 45 259 365 
OH.N 1,992 310 6 33 292 167 17 42 423 412 
On,S 2,081 265 296 1 479 216 83 64 106 571 
TNE 1,681 301 124 0 429 37 22 38 403 327 
T™N.M 754 67 76 0 338 65 18 1 74 116 
TN.W 2,724 118 176 2 878 223 83 10 630 604 
7TH «ILC 8B? 34 66 0 217 26 24 270 236 
1LN 3,001 512 225 2 890 332 180 10 333 517 
is 1,286 78 108 0 307 68 8 22 292 403 
IN.N 1,156 102 89 4 465 37 16 225 178 
INS 924 123 198 0 382 18 15 12 4 172 
Wie 1,783 155 185 0 528 32 65 58 410 350 
wiw M7 19 13 0 70 16 5 17 102 105 
8TH ARE 447 126 65 0 192 8 19 1 286 240 
AR.W 321 42 35 1 47 5 3 3 88 97 
\A.\N 474 97 31 18 3% 7 8 30 133 112 
IAS 637 100 10 3 73 47 24 19 162 199 
MIN 1,876 307 241 0 453 192 24 19 393 247 
MO.E 1,683 332 247 1 535 136 21 10 346 255 
MO.W 2,131 206 209 3 704 144 131 51 405 278 
ND 453 1§ 53 0 132 28 14 2 138 71 
NE 1,066 167 65 0 187 21 97 21 247 261 
sD ana 6 18 0 367 7 6 179 


Table M-3. (Continued) 
Search Arrest initial Preliminary Bail Grand Jury 

District Total Warrants Warrants Summoneses Appearances Examinations Reviews Sessions Arraignments Other 

OTH AK 429 76 10 ? 62 14 50 12 121 83 
Al 8,366 938 324 71 2,350 160 692 143 1,567 2,101 

CA.C 6,631 1,347 675 105 2,234 111 207 207 1,739 2,006 

CALE 2,666 244 42) 193 426 17 64 60 579 640 

CAN 3,121 452 296 QA 624 46 217 33 589 568 

CAS 6,403 423 311 0 3,415 89 605 20 1,986 1,354 

HI 1,042 334 52 8 225 62 6 57 113 185 

10 460 59 20 0 52 18 5 1 126 169 

MI 726 72 60 3 162 47 16 0 279 97 

NV 3,261 310 565 135 955 13 95 85 603 500 

OR 2,931 431 208 20 597 179 7 38 565 686 

WAE 1,630 128 186 23 250 139 30 24 434 416 

WA.W 2,153 260 102 32 553 200 58 60 434 454 

w 10TH CO 2,569 161 376 43 751 158 74 53 467 466 
on KS 1,128 88 30 0 429 12 45 4 951 169 
NM 3,181 272 148 1 772 275 132 23 766 792 

OK.E 267 38 21 1 49 13 0 1 75 69 

OK,N 626 60 58 0 167 q 26 0 160 106 

OK,W 1,343 162 207 2 245 115 42 15 170 385 

UT 1,616 87 301 0 299 47 100 14 504 464 

wy 302 32 44 1 156 18 5 1 3 32 

11TH ALM 436 35 58 0 120 25 3 6 89 100 
AL.N 1,373 250 130 0 270 42 62 8 321 290 

ALS 1,147 66 95 1 269 34 34 15 471 162 

FL.M 6,828 573 633 108 1,592 208 269 303 1,509 1633 

FL.N 1,299 11 127 1 493 21 27 12 236 271 

FL.S 9,589 825 629 270 2,331 192 767 533 1,745 2,297 

GAM 1163 57 42 0 476 14 0 11 278 283 

GA.N 3,783 432 294 4 778 307 149 123 833 863 
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Table M-4 

U.S. District Courts -Matters Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges 
Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(B) and 636(C) 

During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


» 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
MOTIONS 
Total’ SS 
Criminal and Total’ Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circult and District =| —— Civil Matters Criminat | Conferences |  (1)(A) | 1) 68) 
TOTAL 165,403 30,740 4,704 22,117 3,844 
pc 701 192 0 0 
1ST MA 5,320 2,373 0 2,254 29 
ME 424 48 5 12 7 
NH 1,077 386 0 378 0 
PR 1,671 620 28 487 37 
RI 1,487 208 121 70 0 
2ND CT 2,296 69 0 "1 48 
NY.E 5,539 182 0 5 5 
NY,N 642 61 14 0 
NY,S 2947 205 5 18 "1 
NY.W 1,352 455 43 297 75 
vT 122 9 0 3 3 
SRD DE 31 0 0 0 0 
NJ 9,961 15 0 9 0 
PAE 1,326 242 0 91 69 
PA.M 92 34 0 4 
PAW 1,883 66 0 33 13 
vi 1,465 128 34 30 0 
4TH MD 711 142 0 0 2 
NC,E 1,271 360 0 191 17 
NC.M 1,337 274 0 134 5 
NC,W 982 651 0 403 44 
SC 1,101 595 361 23 
VAE 1,517 40 0 1 3 
VA.W 1,010 83 8 26 7 
WV,N 1,091 872 0 782 50 
Wv.S 463 79 0 26 13 
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Table M-4 (Continued) 


CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
j MOTIONS | 
Total’ | 
Criminal and Total’ Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 

Circult and District Civil Matters Criminal Conferences (1) (A) | (1) (B) | Revocations Other 
STH LAE 5,440 563 15 332 55 13 148 
LA,M 1,171 36 2 25 2 3 4 

LA,W 3,738 462 31 354 20 4 53 

MS,N 1,993 122 0 113 0 3 6 

MS,S 4,287 44) 0 173 0 2 266 

TX,E 739 243 1 125 15 12 90 

TX,N 1,202 1§1 50 16 26 s) 51 

T™,S 2,698 629 4 81 166 106 272 

TXW 1,327 590 167 103 16 51 253 

6TH KY,E 831 131 4 100 q 4 14 
KYW 1,362 202 4 104 3 0 91 

Mi,E 3,403 915 533 198 11 13 160 

MI,W 1 845 365 157 38 15 10 145 

OH,N 1,606 231 16 102 57 12 44 

OH,S 2,915 113 1 101 4 5 2 

TN,E 1,978 896 115 449 90 19 223 

™N.M 312 1 0 0 0 0 1 

TN,W 767 285 0 69 27 8 181 

7TH IL,C 1,259 24 0 0 2 13 9 
IL,N 3,395 222 0 97 66 2 57 

iL.S 1,753 88 0 28 30 1 29 

IN.N 497 51 44 0 0 5 2 

INS 1,550 50 0 6 17 7 20 

WIE 808 693 2 417 202 1 71 

Wiew 581 532 113 305 55 4 55 

8TH AR,E 322 136 0 14 4 7 106 
AR.W 235 56 0 1 4 0 51 

1A,N 937 253 6 116 45 16 70 

\IA.S 1,451 130 1 112 3 0 14 

MN 5,925 2,225 10 1,542 379 4 290 

MO,E 3,388 2,699 5 1,794 689 34 177 

MO,W 1,349 1,111 524 371 115 55 46 

ND 301 4 0 1 2 0 1 

NE 1,340 590 2 373 114 45 56 

SD 24 13 0 1 0 0 12 


8Z¢ 


Table M-4 (Continued) 
CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS 
MOTIONS 
Total 
Criminal and Total’ Pretrial 636 (B) (636) (B) Probation 
Circuit and District Civil Matters Criminal Conferences (1) (A) (1) (8) Revocations Other 
9TH AK 331 218 6 119 49 2 42 
AZ 259 181 0 15 68 7 91 
CA,C 2,791 445 0 19 23 8 395 
CA,E 1,729 334 2 16 3 60 253 
CA,N 2,222 155 3 61 1 9 81 
CA,S 2,957 23 1 q 1 2 10 
HI 455 133 56 a 3 0 65 
iD 316 44 0 15 7 3 19 
MT 546 9 0 3 0 2 4 
NV 1,488 641 25 372 75 30 139 
OR 1,923 234 33 58 11 27 105 
WA,E 614 550 0 474 11 11 54 
WA,W 492 63 2 6 1 33 21 
10TH CO 2,540 268 208 15 14 7 24 
KS 4,306 442 346 2 4 12 78 
NM 2,198 140 52 17 42 4 20 
OK,E 363 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OK,N 1,707 18 0 8 2 0 8 
OK,W 988 73 7 4 4 15 43 
UT 1,104 358 2 200 40 13 103 
WY 474 69 0 54 15 0 0 
11TH AL,.M 274 32 19 2 11 0 0 
AL,N 1,189 841 430 337 42 2 30 
AL,S 1,735 663 311 231 3 4 114 
FL.M 8,963 4,937 236 3,949 207 65 480 
FL.N 250 150 1 0 0 1 148 
FL.S 8,457 2,747 157 2,030 251 8 301 
GA,M 939 466 0 318 4 0 144 
GA,N 1,852 1,240 471 495 205 23 46 
GA,S 1,393 624 0 345 29 5 245 


“EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ARE NOT INCLUDED. 
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Table M-4A. 
U.S. District Courts - Proceedings and Cases Disposed of by U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 
Sections 636(B) and 636(C) During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 
| Prisoner Petitions | Section 
Total" Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Total | Civil Sociai Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Civil Matters Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Civil Cases State Federai | Rights Security Master Consent Cases 
TOTAL 121,583 48,420 40,844 8,563 14,756 27,977 6,066 2,726 13,865 4,080 1,240 5,479 
oc 509 188 189 52 80 12 0 2 ~ 0 4 38 
1ST MA 2,947 1,054 1,397 149 347 14 "1 0 75 
ME 365 127 ag 64 85 41 7 22 "1 0 45 
NH 691 301 299 56 35 111 11 1 79 0 20 1 
PR 986 201 696 67 22 109 . 27 3 65 g 33 
RI 1,274 298 829 118 29 20 3 7 . 5 0 . 
2ND CT 2,174 839 715 393 227 101 16 1 31 53 0 145 
NYE 5,352 4,336 368 168 480 14 5 0 3 ~ 0 96 
NY,N 542 410 85 20 27 282 57 30 155 39 1 100 
NY,S 2,730 1,527 846 199 158 197 63 18 76 12 28 91 
NY,W 884 725 95 43 21 34 1" , 8 13 29 
VT 105 12 11 12 69 51 7 5 30 a 0 
gRD OE 29 15 9 3 2 69 3 0 64 2 0 
NJ 9,946 6,887 2,438 191 430 21 0 0 20 0 31 
PAE 1,036 747 215 28 46 659 266 20 12 48 313 4) 
PAM 23 15 1 1 8 439 54 30 320 35 0 . 
PAW 1,744 835 376 410 123 523 169 21 260 73 0 24 
vi 1,295 872 322 100 42 0 0 0 42 0 24 
4TH MD 523 239 132 57 95 162 48 12 53 46 3 133 
NC,E 910 443 354 52 61 120 20 17 65 1 17 23 
NC,M 1,062 90 891 31 50 189 50 40 98 ' 0 7 
NC,W 323 62 189 64 4 81 12 30 31 4 0 10 
SC 414 52 104 96 162 475 121 32 185 92 a6 97 
VAE 1,448 196 918 221 113 205 76 6 93 29 109 
VA.W 719 383 151 98 87 272 7 4 50 208 3 156 
WV,.N 203 3 154 2 44 25 3 . 0 16 g 
WV,S 286 5 231 21 29 353 28 29 153 98 45 "1 
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Table M-4A. (Continued) 


CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 
| Section 
Total® Pretrial 636 (B) 636 (B) Total Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Circuit and District Civil Matters Conferences (1) (A) (1) (B) Other Civil Cases State Federal Rights Security | Master | GonseneSaass 
5TH LAE 4,786 1,285 1,484 196 1,822 1,058 217 19 587 91 144 124 
LA.M 1,084 389 611 48 36 410 22 0 331 51 6 29 
LAW 3,125 596 2,211 254 64 525 113 43 217 151 1 53 
MS,N 1,829 690 1,031 26 82 221 36 14 125 42 4 15 
MS,S 3,809 1,514 1,627 149 519 146 70 ) 39 37 0 38 
TX,E 420 59 260 14 87 1,174 154 83 829 76 32 210 
TX,N 965 90 682 43 150 846 234 222 296 86 8 65 
TX,S 2,045 735 691 199 420 279 84 96 57 24 18 ga 
TX,Ww 689 50 308 142 189 617 85 130 350 48 4 124 
6TH KY.E 700 128 417 44 111 522 71 94 355 0 2 61 
KYW 1,078 422 449 119 88 278 68 21 105 82 2 26 
MIE 2,073 128 1,125 109 711 926 105 48 334 415 24 2 
MI,Ww 1,348 522 536 53 237 754 139 10 473 132 0 21 
OH,N 1179 781 130 202 66 305 78 10 19 196 7 @ 333 
OH,S 2,629 887 1,208 394 140 841 165 40 361 173 102 146 
TNE 914 356 283 93 182 170 0 0 1 168 1 205 
T™N,M 257 45 54 111 47 321 20 3 219 54 25 16 
TN,W 467 210 205 34 18 480 34 89 339 15 3 19 
7TH OIL,C 1,226 543 217 119 347 10 0 0 1 9 0 40 
iL,N 3,162 1,003 1,379 386 394 26 4 1 3 11 7 206 
iL,S 1,642 580 44 307 711 254 12 18 201 23 0 125 
IN,N ada 281 101 13 49 11 1 0 8 2 0 227 
IN,S 1,465 1,047 386 18 14 164 58 17 29 35 25 60 
WIE 86 50 13 23 0 70 0 0 40 29 1 29 
wiw 40 6 15 0 19 11 0 1 0 4 0 
8TH ARE 117 6 33 18 60 738 118 11 540 69 0 297 
ARLW 147 3 70 28 40 196 39 16 107 32 2 43 
|A,N 684 364 222 29 69 41 16 1 24 0 0 30 
IAS 1,321 514 730 9 68 47 13 1 33 0 0 32 
MN 3,632 1,028 1,694 74 836 269 40 76 82 68 3 14 
MOE 625 77 378 114 56 3960 234 32 630 64 0 204 
MO ,.W 237 143 64 18 12 872 3 59 733 1 76 68 
ND 297 171 107 12 7 13 3 1 4 0 0 18 
NE 750 264 402 70 14 194 53 13 128 0 0 24 
SD 11 7 1 1 2 7 1 4 2 0 0 1 
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Table M-4A. (Continued) 
CIVIL PROCEEDINGS CIVIL CASES 
| soner Petitions | Section 
Total’ Pretrial 636 (8) §«=—s_- 636 (8) Total Civil Social Special 636 (C) 
Ciroult and District Civil Matters | Conferences = (1)(A) = (1) (B) Other | Civil Cases =| State Federai Rights = Security = Master | Consent Cases 
OTH AK 113 7 43 7 36 39 1 6 22 0 0 0 
AZ 76 64 4 4 6 13 51 18 3 0 23 
CA,C 2,235 8a 1,402 196 253 999 516 191 179 111 2 115 
CAE 1,316 378 519 29 390 1,028 221 22 706 19 13 
CA.N 2,067 98 972 63 234 17 1 0 ) 0 16 98 
CA,S 20a 2,508 229 5 192 3 0 0 0 0 3 28 
HI 322 203 34 6 79 98 19 0 79 0 5 
10 245 54 56 57 78 126 34 2 63 27 0 40 
MT 504 203 64 66 81 142 28 § 76 33 1 55 
NV 846 354 375 26 89 172 89 67 14 1 3 
OR 1,684 181 703 320 480 11 52 55 39 § 0 7 
WA.E 63 16 A 19 21 67 10 § 51 ) 0 115 
WA,wW 338 137 99 57 45 406 99 42 174 91 0 117 
10TH CO 2,272 1,756 270 12 234 233 38 24 165 0 6 1 
KS 3,864 1,261 2,531 17 55 17 0 0 16 0 2 12 
NM 2,018 1,040 746 15 217 289 114 55 79 40 1 4 
OK,E 309 256 13 10 30 97 6 14 23 0 44 
OK,N 1,668 560 434 139 535 113 51 2 38 21 1 14 
OK,W 857 600 143 23 91 512 220 73 161 58 0 73 
UT 729 383 182 22 142 298 29 30 222 17 0 0 
wy 405 244 150 10 1 24 11 0 12 1 1 
11TH ALM 183 24 95 7 57 631 128 10 432 59 2 11 
ALN 348 60 153 48 87 50! 139 33 329 0 0 4 
ALS 1,022 232 588 1 131 332 17 1 204 50 0 7 
FL.M 3,940 485 3,051 126 278 466 278 32 26 86 44 31 
FL.N 51 1 22 7 11 620 109 96 366 49 0 55 
FLS 5.694 114 4,609 748 223 827 161 286 359 16 ) 15 
GAM 410 0 187 222 1 255 34 0 158 63 0 6 
GA,N 535 97 258 120 60 691 158 91 198 17 167 10 
GAS 730 69 632 13 16 373 38 52 243 39 1 4 


"EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS NOT INCLUDED 
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lable M-5. 
U. S. District Courts - Evidentiary Proceedings Conducted by 

U.S. Magistrate Judges Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and 636(C) 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


TOTAL 


oC 


18T 


2ND 


3RD 


4TH 


District 


NYE 
NY,N 
NY,S 
NY.W 
VT 


DE 

NJ 
PAE 
PAM 
PAW 
Vi 


MOD 
NC,E 
NC,M 
NCW 
SC 
VALE 
VA,W 
WV,N 
WV,S 


SPECIAL MASTER 


HEARINGS (SECTION 636(B) (1) (B)) (SECTION 636 (B) (2)) 
" ’ ' ; ’ " 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
, ' 
State | Federst = =—s«CGivil With Without 
Total Criminal Civil Habeas Habeas = Rights Total Hearing Hearing 

i / i i i i i 
¥, 00. 1,383 816 273 102 1 269 1,240 505 
12 1 j 0 5 j 4 4 
22 18 3 0 1 0 1 0 
4 3 ’ 0 0 0 Q 0 
s) 0 0 0 4 20 13 
15 24 4 0 } 0 4 0 
19 16 1 2 0 0 0 0 
39 0 38 1 0 0 0 0 
51 13 / 1 0 0 0 0 
40 18 17 0 1 4 1 1 
26 1 23 1 1 0 28 10 
27 24 2 1 0 0 1 1 
17 2 7 2 0 6 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
30 0 12 12 § ! 313 299 
4 0 2 0 2 0 0 
28 0 16 0 0 0 
2 1 0 0 1 0 0 
10 0 6 0 0 4 3 y 
8 2 0 2 0 4 17 4 
8 0 3 2 2 1 0 0 
26 24 1 0 1 0 0 0 
17 0 12 ‘ 1 2 45 8 
3 0 0 2 0 1 1 1 
45 1 14 ' 2 24 3 1 
23 17 5 0 0 1 1 1 
0 0 0 0 0 0 45 5 


CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
TERMINATED | SECTION 636 (C)) 


Without 
Trial 


4,111 
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Table M-5. (Continued) 
r 
SPECIAL MASTER | CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
| HEARINGS (SECTION 636(B) (1) (B)) { SECTION 636 (B) (2)) | TERMINATED) | SECTION 636 (C)) 
T 

| | | | PRISONER PETITIONS | | AFTER TRIAL 

| | | | State —- Federal | Civil With | Without Without — Non- 

District | Total | Criminal | Civil Habeas Habeas | Rights Total Hearing | Hearing Total | Trial Jury Jury 

i i | \ i i 

5TH LAE 134 1 22 19 1 9! 144 47 97 124 68 22 34 
LA.M 86 1 7 5 0 73 6 | 5 29 19 6 4 
LA.W 27 14 3 3 0 ? 1 0 53 34 12 ? 
MS.N 128 0 0 1 1 126 4 3 1 15 7 4 
MS.S 18 0 8 ! 0 q 0 0 0 18 20 4 4 
TX.E 335 12 32 3 3 285 32 30 2 210 172 24 14 
TX.N 81 3 21 6 7 44 8 4 4 65 46 7 12 
Tx.S 18 2 ) 2 5 0 18 4 14 44 56 29 4 
TX.W 104 17 4G 2 4 72 4 4 0 124 99 ) 16 
6TH KYE 39 29 8 0 1 1 2 1 1 61 33 18 10 
% KYW 14 7 5 0 0 2 2 2 0 26 19 ? 0 
MIE 23 14 5 1 0 3 24 6 18 2 0 1 1 
MILW 21 3 2 0 13 0 0 0 21 13 6 2 
OH.N 109 8 97 3 0 1 2 2 0 333 311 14 8 
OH,S 30 0 25 4 1 0 102 6 96 146 107 13 26 
™N,E 38 26 10 1 0 1 1 0 1 205 166 26 13 
™N.M 87 0 5 7 0 75 25 6 19 16 11 1 4 
™N.W 65 58 4 2 1 0 3 1 2 19 i) 5 5 
7TH ILC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 35 4 1 
IL,N 46 10 33 1 1 1 7 4 3 206 168 23 15 
1L.S 9 0 3 1 2 3 0 0 0 125 72 20 33 
IN.N 5 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 227 208 12 7 
INS 2 0 0 0 0 2 25 17 8 60 44 8 8 
WIE 53 53 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 29 26 1 2 
Wi Ww 35 35 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
8TH ARE 199 1 0 23 0 175 0 0 0 297 225 ? 65 
AR.W 38 3 0 4 3 23 2 0 2 43 13 3 27 
\A.N 82 40 18 12 0 12 0 0 0 30 13 2 15 
iA.S 24 0 0 1 U 23 0 0 0 32 23 2 ? 
MN 35 34 1 0 0 0 3 1 2 14 10 3 1 
MOE 140 137 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 204 147 42 15 
MO,W 103 60 34 0 0 4 76 33 43 68 45 12 11 
ND 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 ( 18 12 } 3 
NE 96 82 4 | 6 0 0 4 1 3 4 
0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
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Table M-5. (Continued) 
| SPECIAL MASTER  CONSENSUAL CIVIL CASES 
| HEARINGS (SECTION 636(B) (1) (B)) {SECTION 636 (B) (2)) TERMINATED) ( SECTION 636 (C)} 
} , } :, \ : :, 
| | | | PRISONER PETITIONS | | | AFTER TRIAL 
| | ‘State | Federal Civil | With Without Without Non- 
District  Totaet Criminal | Civil Habeas Habeas Rights = Total Hearing Hearing Total Trial Jury Jury 
i | ) | | | | | | 
9TH AK 28 14 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
AZ 1 2 3 0 1 | 0 1 23 15 1 7 
CA,C 16 1 5 4 1 0 2 9 2 115 96 6 13 
CALE 0 2 6 1 0 1 1 0 73 55 7 1 
CA,.N 4 3 0 0 0 15 5 10 98 71 13 14 
CA.S 17 16 1 0 0 0 3 2 1 28 17 6 5 
HI 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 5 0 3 2 
iD 25 17 3 2 0 3 0 0 0 40 33 4 3 
MT s) 1 3 0 5 1 0 1 55 45 8 2 
NV 52 4) 8 1 2 0 1 0 1 3 1 1 1 
OR 4 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 75 49 19 7 
WA,E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 115 100 3 12 
WA,W 5 a 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 117 111 0 6 
10TH CO 35 C 6 3 3 23 6 5 1 1 1 0 0 
KS 5 0 5 0 0 0 2 2 0 12 7 2 3 
NM 18 ( 4 7 2 0 1 1 0 4 3 1 0 
OK,E 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 44 39 4 1 
OK,.N 5 0 4 1 0 0 1 0 1 14 0 0 
OK,.W 50 0 49 1 0 0 0 0 0 73 64 5 4 
UT 71 39 1 6 6 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 
WY 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 
11TH ALM 59 10 0 16 1 32 0 ) 11 Y 2 0 
AL.N 56 6 2 26 6 16 0 0 0 4 3 0 1 
ALS 39 0 24 3 0 12 0 0 3 3 1 
FL.M 147 98 25 23 1 0 44 25 19 31 15 6 10 
FL.N 14 1 2 2 4 5 0 0 0 55 46 3 6 
FL.S 22 155 62 1 8 2 5 1 4 15 ! 5 9 
GA.M 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 
GA.N 117 105 2 3 6 1 167 28 139 1 4 5 1 
GAS 38 24 2 2 8 1 1 0 0 3 1 
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Table P-1. 
U.S. District Courts - Passport Applications, Aliens Administered Oath of Allegiance 
and Attorneys Admitted 
During the Twsive Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 
Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of Attorneys and Applications Oath of Attorneys 
District Processed’ Allegiance Admitted District Processed" Allegiance Admitted 
Total 692 193,899 50,691 NC,M No 351 271 
NC,W No 176 281 
DC No 648 732 SC No 53 254 
VA.E 18 2,551 559 
1st No 7,756 1,794 VA,W No 229 117 
WV,N 113 . 85 
ME No 88 152 WV,S No 65 196 
MA No 4,800 1,157 
NH No 222 116 5th No 14,567 5,510 
RI No 917 257 
PR No 1,729 112 LA,E No 838 500 
LAM No 150 457 
2nd No 34,585 6,866 LA,W No 304 495 
MS,N No 18 199 
CT ste 4,230 590 ma No 147 213 
NY,N No 676 a No 4,591 1,222 
NY,E No 21,719 2,573 hy No 731 561 
NY.S No 7,685 2,509 pony No 5,628 1,191 
NY,W No 710 421 W No 2,160 672 
vT No 241 97 
6th 553 6,814 3,701 
3rd No 18,518 5,186 
KY,E No 183 237 
DE No 33 90 ty No 351 205 
NJ No 17,004 2,670 : No 2,056 1,241 
PAE No 334 1,179 pane S68 496 377 
PAM No 177 752 OH,N No 1,727 542 
PA,W No 470 476 a No 988 389 
vi No 500 19 N.E No 194 138 
TN.M No 526 180 
ath 131 5,873 3,210 =_e No 293 192 
MD No 1,414 1,097 
NC,E No 550 350 
Ac 
—  f 
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Table P-1. (Continued) 


Aliens Aliens 
Circuit Passport Administered Circuit Passport Administered 
and Applications Oath of Attorneys and Applications Oath of Attorneys 
District Processed" Allegiance Admitted District Processed” Allegiance Admitted 
7th No 13,470 4,634 Te) No 46 122 
MT No 126 59 
IL,N No 10,958 1 826 NV No 935 1,098 
IL,C No 325 398 OR No 840 252 
iL,S No 218 294 WA,E No 302 174 
IN,N No 597 506 WA,W No 598 854 
IN,S No 763 528 GUAM No 280 14 
WIE No 482 663 NMI No 25 11 
Wi Ww No 126 419 
10th 2 3,057 2,150 
8th 6 2,742 2,099 
CO No 479 573 
AR,E No 182 191 KS No 824 405 
AR,W No 96 76 NM No 615 199 
1A,N No 49 137 OK,N No 96 210 
IAS No 316 168 OK,E No 19 189 
MN No 395 469 OK,W No 502 281 
MO,E No 639 250 UT No 515 242 
MO,W No 595 370 WY 2 7 51 
NE 6 327 350 
ND No 4 47 11th No 8,081 4,249 
SO No 39 41 
AL,N No 218 238 
9th No 77,788 12,659 AL.M No 95 275 
ALS No 37 203 
AK No 510 95 FL,N No 631 179 
AZ No 2,504 950 FL.M No 2,988 1,097 
CA,N No 12,764 2,138 FL.S No 2,653 612 
CA,E No 3,453 1,924 GA,N No 1,344 745 
CA,C No 47 328 3,012 GA,M No 36 659 
CA,S No 4,028 1,707 GA,S No 80 141 
HI No 4,049 249 


{4 
* EXCLUDES PASSPORTS PROCESSED BY abbionad u S. PASSPORT OFFICES, U.S. POST OFFICES, AND STATE COURTS. 
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Table R-1. 


Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. District Courts as of September 30, 1992 


Circult Total Circuit Total 
and Registry and Registry 
District Funds District Funds 
Total $1,705,220,830.65 NC,W $71,385.07 
Sc 24,712,192.64 
ee 98,314,7°0.59 VA,E 4,790,546.25 
VA,W 5 880,589.06 
1ST 170,217,632.52 WV,N 735,459.69 
WV,S 1,731,027.71 
ME 161,163.02 
MA 30, 188,658.07 5TH 185,933,008.53 
NH 655,900.55 
RI 1 ,266,144.34 LAE 12,954,632.54 
PR 137,955,666.54 LA,M 574,034.88 
LA,W 5,136,074.26 
2ND 842,592,370.15 MS,N 1,137,904.97 
MS,S 1 ,844,476.63 
cT 8,351 ,580.60 TX,N 30,862,172.57 
NY,N 1,142,546.95 TX,€ 9,815,765.65 
NY,E 16,622,506.97 TX,S 111,975,638.95 
NY,S 815,514,751.70 TX,W 11,632,308.08 
NY,W 793,543.71 
VT 167,440.22 6TH 16,295 566.45 
3RD 77 678,535.04 KY,E 2,041 ,295.78 
KY,W 2,712,313.62 
DE 334,199.51 MIE 4,157,004.83 
NJ 59,562,973.50 MI,W 807,569.84 
PAE 10,967,681.41 OH,N 3,156,512.99 
PA,M 1,992,041.65 OH,S 702,535.42 
PAW 2,272,616.23 TN.E 671,513.01 
vi 2,549,022.74 TN.M 1,519,919.12 
TN,W 526,901.84 
4TH 65,828,511.09 
7TH 35,264,584.35 
MD 25,084 ,826.63 
NC,E 1,432,882.28 IL,N 20, 108,717.46 
NC.M 889,601.76 
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Table R-1. (Continued) 


Circuit Total Circuit Total 
and Registry and Registry 
District Funds District Funds 
MT 895,322.45 
IL,C 5,396,961.16 NV 2,597 599.34 
IL,s 1,001,572.56 OR 1,788,509.46 
IN.N 3,543,534,91 WA,E 871,182.24 
IN,S 2,269, 155.52 WA,W 5,880,589.06 
WIE 2,861,549.59 GU 10,434,913.05 
WI,W 83,093.15 NMI 7,000.00 
8TH 23,378,080.37 10TH 48,632,507 .67 
ARE 892,700.77 co 7,516,394.47 
AR,W 1,964,740.66 KS 2,993,401.11 
1A,N 181,306.08 NM 4,783,681.19 
iA,S 2,650,239.94 OK,N 768,406.40 
MN 1,690,503.44 OK,E 633,203.54 
MO,E 6, 194,556.55 OK,W 19,324,294.92 
MO,W 6,288,331 .58 UT 12,116,733.20 
NE 1,593,922.91 WY 496,392.84 
ND 1,576,515.78 
SD 345,262.66 11TH 72,074,104.55 
9TH 129,011,279.34 AL,N 2,398 ,520.74 
AL,M 22,146,942.28 
AK 33,805,685.90 AL,S 2,110,766.20 
AZ 3,611,586.03 FL,N 460,271.40 
CA,N 14,094,681.83 FL,M 7,036,371.91 
CA,E 14,653,227.57 FLS 27 422,845.40 
CA,C 31,518,198.19 GA,N 7,229,027.97 
CA,S 6,778,919.92 GA,M 2,072,269.23 
HI 1,988,275.25 GA,S 1,197,089.42 
iD 85,589.05 
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Table R-2. 


Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. Bankruptcy Courts as of September 30, 1992 


TT ————————————————— 
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Circuit Total Circuit Total 
and Registry and Registry 
District Funds District Funds 
Total $78,394,173.97 NC,M 48,893.07 
NC,W 377,476.23 
DC SC 47,219.42 
VA.E 1,028,779.44 
1ST 13,019,328.73 VA,W 84,948.57 
WV,N 106,016.23 
ME §20.13 WV,S 165,521.62 
MA 1,172.16 
NH . 5TH 9,448,530.71 
RI 21,680.33 
PR 12,995,956. 11 LA,E 2,076,758.78 
LA,M 52,097.53 
2ND 1,684,930.02 LA,W 959,825.08 
MS,N . 
CT 59,610.00 MS,S 46,444.15 
NY,N 58,516.63 TX,N 5,955,604.14 
NY,E 57,264.51 TX,E 357,801.03 
NY,S 1,436,061.29 TX,S . 
NY,W 73,477.59 TX,W 
VT ; 
6TH 10,759,854 .37 
3RD 6,812,906.98 
KY,E 750.00 
DE 38,404.19 KY,W 1,179,572.74 
NJ 2,561 ,354.96 MIE 153,509.60 
PA,E . MI,W 7,319,737.94 
PAM . OH,N 1,204,521.17 
PA,W 4,204,407.66 OH,S 161,932.29 
VI 8,740.17 TN,E 100,198.13 
TN,M 154,784.44 
4TH 2,264,318.15 TN,W 484 848.06 
MD 329,075.27 7TH 2,819,708.72 
NC,E 76,388.30 
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Table R-2. (Continued) 


Circult Total Circuit Total 
and Registry and Registry 
District Funds District Funds 
IL,N 1,551,594.78 MT 399, 165.03 
IL,C 16,194.77 NV 1,319,441.41 
IL,S 295,236.20 OR 7,616.57 
IN,N 776,530.15 WA,E 256,384.36 
IN,S 175,146.24 WA,W 4,575,900.50 
WIE 5,006.58 GU . 
Wi,W . NMI 
8TH 991,565.78 10TH 5,620,981.47 
ARE 194,089.29 co 2,043,325.55 
AR,W . KS 637,964.08 
|A,N 33,262.64 NM 437 250.72 
|A,S 19,842.32 OK,N 357,046.96 
MN 2,000.00 OK,E 691.05 
MO,E 312,186.36 OK,W 494,265.94 
MO,W . UT 1,646,998.02 
NE 403,537.26 wy 3,439.15 
ND . 
SD 26,647.91 11TH 6,916,938.99 
9TH 18,055,110.05 AL,N 135,243.32 
AL,M 698, 143.89 
AK 111,126.30 AL,S 1,928,016.48 
AZ 4,952,093.81 FL,N 35,844.15 
CA,N 1,485,858.11 FL,M 2,408 ,261.84 
CA,E 1,077,285.24 FL,S 258, 154.00 
CA,C 2,505,445.42 GA,N 440,771.12 
CA,S 148,753.23 GA,M 99,983.79 
HI 982,818.19 GA,S 912,520.40 
ID 233,221.88 
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Table T-1. 


U.S. District Courts - Civil and Criminai Trials, by District 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Circuit and Distric: 


TOTAL 


1ST 


Total All' 
Trials 


23,240 


Total 


CIVIL 


ON THE ISSUE’ 


Jury Non-Jury 
4,378 3,413 
58 63 
201 130 
23 12 
100 62 
14 5 
37 26 
27 25 
395 311 
62 24 
37 13 
81 88 
171 156 
30 18 
14 12 
556 308 
23 11 
104 57 
267 146 
76 31 
71 54 
15 9 
427 322 
62 46 
18 18 
7 6 
19 10 
145 55 
94 131 
33 19 
22 4 
27 33 


Motions, 
Injunctions 


and Other 


Total 


CRIMINAL 


ON CHARGES(S)’ 
Jury | Non-Jury 


5,741 561 


240 30 


— 
mM 
Ww 
N 
> -- AO oO , 


Motions, 
Orders 


and Other’ 


Sentencing 
Hearings‘ 


2,780 


32 
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Table T-1. (Continued) 
CIVIL CRIMINAL 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All’ |__ON THE ISSUE’ _| injunctions = ON CHARGES(S)* , Orders Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials Total Jury Non-Jury ) and Other Total Jury | Non-Jury and Other’ Hearings‘ 

5TH 3,384 1,683 626 §17 $40 1,701 681 107 433 480 
LA,E 343 247 138 84 25 96 53 6 28 9 
LA,M 37 29 10 18 1 8 5 1 1 1 
LA,W 219 148 70 64 14 71 39 14 9 9 
MS,N 153 79 33 12 34 74 39 1 22 12 
MS,S 235 140 58 34 48 95 43 6 20 2 
TX,N 536 255 66 94 95 281 96 1 80 104 
TX,E 280 139 87 36 16 141 61 10 44 26 
TX,S 813 407 112 99 196 406 174 35 85 112 
TX,W 768 239 52 76 111 529 171 33 144 181 

6TH 1,870 862 368 290 194 1,018 503 25 206 284 
KY,E 169 70 39 7 24 99 59 1 24 15 
KY,W 124 41 26 8 7 83 34 . 29 20 
MI,E 362 182 93 68 21 180 117 1 18 4 
MI,W 90 36 20 10 6 54 23 2 18 11 
OH,N 191 130 50 52 28 61 50 4 6 1 
OH,S 334 147 46 33 68 187 51 5 32 99 
TN,E 155 83 45 37 1 72 44 3 7 18 
TN,M 176 77 33 22 22 ga 34 6 16 43 
TN,W 269 86 16 53 17 183 91 3 56 33 

7TH 1,544 745 288 217 240 799 344 42 187 226 
IL,N 581 317 124 90 103 264 131 23 69 41 
IL,C 212 88 31 21 36 124 39 8 16 61 
IL,S 167 53 26 17 10 114 39 2 41 32 
IN,N 200 83 27 26 30 117 36 2 37 42 
IN,S 163 88 24 29 35 75 19 4 20 32 
WI,E 145 61 29 20 12 84 65 3 4 12 
WI,wW 76 55 27 14 14 21 15 - - 6 

8TH 1,715 770 354 219 197 945 341 20 221 363 
AR,E 249 152 71 57 24 97 34 4 25 34 
AR,W 106 56 37 13 6 50 14 - 15 21 
1A,N 143 22 10 6 6 121 22 1 16 82 
1A,S 175 55 15 14 26 120 28 2 40 50 
MN 143 73 40 21 12 70 61 3 3 3 
MO,E OC 271 167 73 40 54 104 46 4 29 25 
MO,W ' 253 126 51 31 44 127 50 2 30 45 
NE 136 64 25 26 13 72 26 1 22 23 
ND 76 20 12 6 2 56 22 2 18 14 
SD 163 35 20 5 10 128 38 1 23 66 
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Table T-1. (Continued) 
CIVIL CRIMINAL 
Motions, Motions, 
Total All’ ON THE ISSUE* injunctions ON CHARGES(S)* Orders Sentencing 
Circuit and District Trials Total Jury Non-Jury and Other Total Jury | Non-Jury and Other’ Hearings‘ 
9TH 3,116 1,089 406 467 216 2,026 944 116 813 153 
AK 65 19 9 8 2 46 34 . 3 9 
AZ 457 113 25 47 41 344 106 19 185 4 
CA,N 224 119 54 48 17 105 62 13 28 2 
CA,E 128 54 31 20 3 74 49 2 20 3 
CA,C 664 329 133 160 36 335 205 21 108 1 
CA,S 462 59 30 17 12 403 127 14 248 14 
HI 131 34 € 16 12 97 41 1 44 11 
iD 72 22 8 8 6 50 40 4 - 6 
MT 67 32 17 11 4 35 25 1 6 3 
NV 195 88 29 28 31 107 73 2 17 15 
OR 325 91 31 22 38 234 51 25 111 47 
WA,E 143 40 7 23 10 103 45 5 26 27 
oa WA,W 159 80 21 55 4 79 46 y 14 10 
Pr GUAM 11 1 - 1 - 10 8 1 1 
NMI 12 8 5 3 4 2 ? 
10TH 1,412 650 261 188 201 762 295 31 360 76 
CO 295 171 50 40 81 124 32 11 62 19 
KS 239 119 51 32 36 120 55 4 50 1 
NM 335 88 24 39 25 247 83 10 149 5 
OK,N 150 65 27 14 24 85 36 32 17 
OK,E 42 18 16 2 - 24 14 4 
OK,W 161 97 54 34 9 64 27 1 15 21 
UT 128 58 18 20 20 70 37 4 26 3 
WY 62 34 21 7 6 28 11 17 
11TH 2,933 1,178 438 381 359 1,755 918 30 286 521 
AL,N 310 184 84 61 39 126 58 2 50 16 
AL,M 184 89 33 33 23 95 63 1 15 16 
AL,S 136 59 26 23 10 77 59 - 6 12 
FL,N 275 75 20 26 29 200 81 2 19 98 
FL,M 454 158 71 66 21 296 145 6 38 107 
FL,S 702 206 27 94 85 496 344 9 65 78 
GA,N 517 231 98 48 85 286 104 7 66 109 
GA,M 152 80 28 1S 33 72 31 3 21 17 
GA,S 203 96 51 11 34 107 33 - 6 68 
‘CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS BEFORE A COURT OR JURY AT WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 
*PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING A JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE OR A VERDICT IN A CRIMINAL CASE. INCLUDES SUMMARY TRIALS. 
"CONTESTED HEARINGS ON MOTIONS FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS, EVIDENCE OR OTHER MATTERS NOT RESULTING IN A FINAL JUDGMENT OR VERDICT. 
‘HEARINGS UNDER RULE 32 F.R. CR. P. AT WHICH CONTESTED EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY IS PRESENTED CONCERNING SENTENCES IMPOSED ON DEFENDANTS AFTER CONVICTION. NOT ALL SENTENCING HEARINGS 
QUALIFY AS TRIALS. 
AGS 
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Table T-2. 


U.S. District Courts - Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Resulting in a Verdict or Judgment 


By District, for the 12 Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Total 
Ciroult & District | All Trials 
TOTAL 14,003 
oc 301 
18T 621 
Mt 64 
MA 231 
NH 24 
RI 103 
PR 99 
2ND 1,164 
CT 123 
NY,N 17 
NY.E 364 
NY,S 484 
NY.W 84 
vT 52 
3AD 1,227 
DE 51 
NJ 238 
PAE 536 
PAM 145 
PA.W 185 
vl 72 
4TH 1,383 
MD 184 
NC,E 91 
NC,.M 83 
NC,W 91 
sc 263 
VAE 377 
vaw = ALO iy 
WV,N 53 


CIVIL TRIALS 

2 | 3 4to9 

Days | Days | Days 
1,623 1,243 2,333 
30 26 42 
45 56 122 
6 3 11 
18 3) 69 
7 3 7 

7 i) 21 
7 10 14 
135 we 243 
17 16 26 
6 1 20 
34 18 53 
67 47 119 
6 5 17 
5 2 8 
173 163 302 
5 q 1 
25 22 67 
94 85 127 
20 26 31 
20 18 59 
q 3 7 
166 116 170 
23 20 44 
12 4 7 
6 3 1 
6 6 8 
46 41 66 
50 29 18 
10 6 3 
4 3 11 
i) 3 12 


10 to 19 
Days 


$21 


oso. oe 


= 


20 Days 
And Over 


ost Oo — 


no a — ww 


CRIMINAL TRIALS 


| 2 3 409 
Days Days Days 
1,678 1,262 2,001 
66 62 102 
36 37 7 
10 § 10 
4 J 35 

1 1 2 
12 10 12 
8 12 18 
61 63 217 
6 2 13 

5 8 9 
36 24 82 
8 18 89 

2 6 19 

4 5 5 
72 74 122 
3 . 2 

7 5 37 
28 33 43 
5 7 17 
10 "1 20 
19 18 3 
168 99 132 
6 16 35 
10 10 10 
27 5 19 
22 10 13 
18 15 18 
34 14 22 
14 8 3 
15 4 4 
12 7 8 


10 to 19 
Days 


312 


W 


20 Days 
And Over 


1 
10 
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Table T-2. (Continued) 


we tee Se ee am - 


a 


Tota | ' 
Ciroult & District | All Trials Totei | Day 
STH 1,031 1,143 306 
LA,E 281 222 78 
LA,M 34 28 14 
LA,W 187 134 50 
MS,N 85 45 13 
MS,S 141 92 25 
TX,N 257 160 54 
TX,E 194 123 40 
TX,S 420 aq 65 
TX,W 332 128 57 
6TH 1,186 658 196 
KY,E 106 46 14 
KYW 68 34 12 
MIE 279 161 29 
MI,W 55 30 4 
OH,N 156 102 32 
OH,S 135 79 21 
TN,E 129 82 42 
TN,M 95 55 17 
T™N,W 163 69 25 
7TH 691 505 126 
IL,N 368 214 37 
IL,C 99 52 19 
IL,S 84 43 14 
IN,N 91 53 16 
IN,S 76 53 19 
WIE 117 49 "1 
wi,w 56 4\ 10 
8TH 934 573 146 
AR,E 166 128 39 
AR,W 64 50 14 
|A,N 39 16 : 
IA,S 59 29 9 
MN 125 61 12 
MO,E 163 113 34 
MO,W 134 82 20 
NE 78 51 10 
ND 42 18 2 
SO 64 25 6 


CIVIL TRIALS 


| ke | ote | 

__Days | Days 
261 174 
65 35 
6 4) 
31 22 
"1 iB) 
28 14 
4\ 19 
30 30 
36 24 
33 14 
126 100 
17 6 
4 8 
23 22 
4 4 
14 18 
13 10 
17 15 
15 7 
21 10 
101 85 
31 31 
19 6 
8 13 
10 8 
10 10 
10 9 
13 8 
126 108 
40 18 
16 8 
3 3 
3 8 
2 10 
28 23 
16 18 
10 1 
5 1 
3 5 


4t08 


es 


a 


! 
1 
1 
1 
2 
8 
2 
WW 
2 


31 


» NOOO , 


20 Days 
And Over 
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CRIMINAL TRIALS 


2 3 | 4to9 
Daye | Gaye | Baye 
202 135 174 
1 10 12 

2 2 
32 7 7 
20 10 8 
10 9 16 
26 17 29 
22 14 19 
59 33 47 
70 35 34 
158 114 187 
24 19 14 
"1 4 13 
14 27 54 
6 6 10 
13 10 18 
13 12 18 
19 3 7 
14 5 13 
44 28 10 
81 84 153 
23 30 70 
9 "1 18 
14 7 12 
13 8 "1 
4 5 5 
13 19 33 
5 4 4 
106 75 106 
14 2 4 
8 1 1 
2 7 9 
10 6 "1 
13 16 25 
18 13 9 
15 10 17 
5 6 8 
7 8 7 
14 6 15 


| 


10 to 19 
Days 


24 


SF eeaa-. 


—- oo npn —- HO — 


20 Days 
And Over 


Table T-2. (Continued) 
CIVIL TRIALS CRIMINAL TRIALS 
Total 1 | 2 3 4109 | 10101 20 Days | 1 2 3 | 4109 | 1901 | 20 Days 

Circult & District | All Trials Total Day | Days Days Days Days | And Over | Totel | Day | Days | Days | Days | Days | And Over 

OTH 1,033 673 204 160 102 313 65 30 1,000 147 203 243 376 76 17 
AK 51 17 3 3 3 6 2 ; 34 2 4 1 16 , 
Az 227 72 15 23 5 23 3 3 155 24 35 40 48 4 4 
CA,N 177 102 " 19 8 46 10 8 75 14 7 17 31 6 
CAE 102 51 3 7 " 23 6 ’ 51 4 5 9 21 4 
CA,C 519 293 85 55 36 84 24 9 226 21 22 67 93 27 6 
CAS 188 47 4 8 3 22 6 4 141 7 37 32 48 7 : 
HI 64 22 2 2 3 10 5 , 42 ; 5 13 21 3 
iD 60 16 5 3 2 4 44 6 12 6 16 5 
MT 54 28 7 2 4 15 ; ; 26 2 12 6 5 , 
NV 132 57 21 9 8 17 75 7 21 17 20 8 2 
OR 129 53 17 9 5 21 76 34 21 9 10 2 
WA,E 80 30 7 6 4 10 2 50 7 16 12 16 

v4 WA,W 131 76 21 12 9 29 4 55 7 4 14 26 4 : 

GUAM 9 ' : 8 2 2 3 : : 
NMI 10 8 2 3 : \ 2 2 

10TH 776 449 89 82 84 171 20 3 326 68 87 63 102 13 3 
co 133 90 16 16 7 37 3 , 43 10 10 3 16 2 2 
KS 142 83 9 10 39 7 , 59 5 8 13 29 3 
NM 156 63 24 16 14 , ; 93 29 30 19 14 ; 
OK,N 17 41 3 10 8 18 2 , 36 ’ 13 10 1" 
OK,E 33 18 2 4 4 8 . , 15 , 3 5 6 : : 
OK,W 116 88 26 14 21 26 ; 28 3 3 6 14 2 
UT 79 38 7 8 4 16 2 { 41 9 20 4 7 
wy 39 28 2 4 4 13 5 ; " ; ; 3 5 3 

11TH 1,767 819 280 197 132 190 18 5 948 121 269 213 284 30 11 
ALN 205 145 48 46 25 25 , ; 60 6 21 16 14 3 
ALM 130 66 31 8 13 13 : 64 13 24 13 14 
AL,S 108 49 20 12 9 5 , , 59 9 25 14 " ‘ 
FLN 129 46 19 13 2 "1 , : 83 13 31 17 17 2 
FL,M 288 137 51 22 21 36 6 ' 151 18 45 28 51 7 2 
FL,S 474 121 34 26 20 39 ’ , 353 26 93 90 127 " 6 
GA.N 257 146 45 27 22 45 5 2 111 16 24 26 39 5 
GAM 81 47 12 17 10 8 , , 34 1 16 5 2 ' AO ' 
GA,S 95 62 18 26 10 8 ‘ ' 33 9 10 4 9 . & 


NOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATE JUDGES ARE EXCLUDED. EXCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS NOT RESULTING IN A VERDICT OR JUOGMENT. SUMMARY TRIALS ARE INCLUDED. CIVIL 


Z6£ 


Table V-1, 
U.S. District Courts - Service Provided by and Received from Visiting Judges 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


ANS 


SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
JUDGES PROVIDING JUDGES PROVIDING | 
SERVICE Criminal SERVICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials ep Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed‘ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
TOTAL ACTIVE 168 1,186 296 255 ACTIVE 168 1,186 296 255 
SENIOR 93 1,044 376 393 SENIOR 93 1,044 376 393 
= oe — a — i ones ae eeeneieune 
oC ACTIVE - . . ACTIVE 2 3 2 
SENIOR 7 5 12 8 SENIOR - - . 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 2 14 
SENIOR - - 
1ST ACTIVE 8 10 6 6 ACTIVE 9 8 5 7 
SENIOR 4 32 . 15 SENIOR 4 46 - 22 
ME ACTIVE 1 2 ACTIVE 2 5 2 3 
SENIOR - - SENIOR - - - - 
MA ACTIVE 1 2 - ACTIVE 1 - 1 - 
SENIOR 3 1 2 SENIOR 2 46 - 20 
NH ACTIVE 1 1 ACTIVE 3 3 2 
SENIOR - - SENIOR - - - 
Ri ACTIVE 2 3 1 ACTIVE 2 2 
SENIOR - - - SENIOR - - 
PR ACTIVE 3 5 4 4 ACTIVE 1 2 
SENIOR - - - SENIOR 2 2 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE : - - 
SENIOR 1 31 13 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 


Circult and District 


CT 


NY,N 


NY,E 


NY,S 


NY,W 


VT 


APPEALS JUDGES 


DE 


PA,M 


PA,W 


vi 


APPEALS JUDGES 


SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 


SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 


JUDGES PROVIDING 


a —“—i—<‘<‘isS 


JUDGES PROVIDING 

SERVICE Criminal SERVICE 

Civil Cases Detendanis Trials  ateeeemmepenetignennenens 

Status e Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number 
ACTIVE 10 903 5 b ACTIVE 17 
SENIOR 7 8 60 42 SENIOR 14 
ACTIVE ° ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR ° . SENIOR b 
ACTIVE 1 ° { . ACTIVE { 
SENIOR . ; ° SENIOR { 
ACTIVE 5 903 1 ; ACTIVE 4 
SENIOR 2 ° 1 9 SENIOR 2 
ACTIVE 1 ; 1 : ACTIVE 9 
SENIOR 4 4 59 33 SENIOR 2 
ACTIVE 1 . 2 ACTIVE . 
SENIOR . ; . ° SENIOR 1 
ACTIVE 1 , , 4 ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR : : ° ; SENIOR 2 
ACTIVE 1 ° . 2 
SENIOR : . . ‘ 
ACTIVE 10 62 73 35 ACTIVE 13 
SENIOR 9 331 153 50 SENIOR 13 
ACTIVE 2 4 3 2 ACTIVE 3 
SENIOR . , . , SENIOR ; 
ACTIVE 1 3 18 ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR 1 89 93 21 SENIOR 2 
ACTIVE 5 49 52 23 ACTIVE 
SENIOR 4 242 60 29 SENIOR 
ACTIVE 1 4 . ACTIVE 1 
SENIOR ‘ . ‘ , SENIOR , 
ACTIVE 1 , . 1 ACTIVE 2 
SENIOR ‘ ‘ ‘ . SENIOR 1 
ACTIVE ‘ ‘ . ‘ ACTIVE 5 
SENIOR ‘ ‘ ‘ SENIOR 10 
ACTIVE ASS : 
SENIOR ‘ ‘ ‘; ‘ 


Civil Cases 
Terminated 


918 


918 


186 


Criminal 


Defendants 
Terminated 


1 


174 


Trials 
Completed’ 


1 
19 


39 
49 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
Cs epnensonemmmans 
JUDGES PROVIDING JUDGES PROVIDING 
SERVICE Criminal SERVICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status | Number Terminaied Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed* 
4TH ACTIVE 13 15 21 9 ACTIVE 3 14 18 23 
SENIOR 7 23 42 57 SENIOR 5 9 16 20 
MD ACTIVE : : : : ACTIVE : . : ° 
SENIOR 2 14 26 6 SENIOR 1 ; . 15 
NCE ACTIVE 1 : 3 ACTIVE : - ° 
SENIOR : - - : SENIOR ° ° . ; 
NC,M ACTIVE 1 - 2 - ACTIVE 1 1 . 
SENIOR : : : : SENIOR 1 2 . 
NC,W ACTIVE 1 : 1 - ACTIVE 4 ; . 18 
SENIOR - - . - SENIOR - : - - 
Sc ACTIVE : - - : ACTIVE 1 ° . 1 
SENIOR 1 ° 1 . SENIOR ° . . . 
VA.E ACTIVE 1 5 16 3 ACTIVE . - ° 
SENIOR 3 9 15 48 SENIOR : . : : 
VA,W ACTIVE 3 1 2 - ACTIVE 1 1 . . 
SENIOR 1 . . 3 SENIOR 1 2 - : 
WV,N ACTIVE 2 3 - - ACTIVE 4 12 16 4 
SENIOR . : : SENIOR 2 7 14 5 
WV,S ACTIVE 1 6 : - ACTIVE 2 1 1 ‘ 
SENIOR . : : : SENIOR . ° . 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 3 : : 3 
SENIOR - - - 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER !*!STRICT COURTS 
UDGES PROVIDING JUDGES PROVIDING 
SERVICE Criminal SE YICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Casas Defendants Trials 
Circult and District Status | Number Terminated | Terminated | Completed’ | Status | Number | Terminated | Terminated | Completed" 
6TH ACTIVE 20 74 "1 20 ACTIVE 25 71 12 18 

SENIOR 6 23 2 a SENIOR 6 22 \ 18 
LAE ACTIVE 6 43 1 3 ACTIVE . . ; 

SENIOR 2 19 . 5 SENIOR 1 . . 3 
LAM ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 9 43 . 3 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 6 . . 
LA,W ACTIVE 3 ? . 2 ACTIVE 3 1 1 , 

SENIOR 1 . 1 . SENIOR . . . . 
MS,N ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 1 . . 1 

SENIOR . - . . SENIOR . . ; . 
MS,S ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE . . . . 

SENIOR . . . - SENIOR 1 13 . 5 
TX,N ACTIVE 2 5 9 3 ACTIVE 4 16 . 8 

SENIOR . . . ; SENIOR . . . . 
TX,E ACTIVE 4 18 . 7 ACTIVE 2 3 1 . 

SENIOR - . . . SENIOR . . . . 
TX,S ACTIVE 1 . 1 . ACTIVE 3 3 1 ; 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 2 . . 9 
TX,W ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 3 5 9 6 

SENIOR . . . . SENIOR i 3 1 1 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 4 1 . 5 

SENIOR 3 4 1 3 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
JUDGES PROVIDING 
eer aes Criminal sanvion onumeat 
_ I’ CU GREeS Defendants Trials — — | Civil Cases Detendants Trials 
Ciroult and District Status Number Terminated | Terminated Completed’ Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
—— — nen t ———— _ } 
6TH ACTIVE 21 43 27 23 ACTIVE 25 40 9 "1 
SENIOR ’ 20 b 27 SENIOR 5 4 3 1 
be ee = + - . = — : — 7 - — > ——e 2 
KY.E ACTIVE 4 5 4 1 ACTIVE 3 2 . ’ 
SENIOR 1 ; 1 . SENIOR . , . , 
KYW ACTIVE . , . . ACTIVE 10 26 6 4 
SENIOR . . . SENIOR 1 . 1 ; 
MIE ACTIVE 5 24 21 17 ACTIVE 1 { 
SENIOR 2 18 1 4 SENIOR . . 
MI,W ACTIVE . . . . ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 7 , 14 SENIOR 
OH,N ACTIVE 2 3 . . ACTIVE 2 . 1 { 
SENIOR 1 2 1 : SENIOR 1 . . 1 
On,S ACTIVE 4 4 1 1 ACTIVE 2 2 . 1 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR . . . : 
TN.E ACTIVE 2 2 . . ACTIVE 4 4 2 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 2 1 
TN.M ACTIVE 2 2 1 1 ACTIVE . . . 
SENIOR { . . H SENIOR 1 : 1 
TN,W ACTIVE . . : . ACTIVE 2 4 
SENIOR . . . . SENIOR 1 2 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 2 2 . 3 
SENIOR 2 2 5 . 


Ace 


cOv 


A ES SS I STE IE IT TT LEO EE TED 


Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS | SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
— sean, nl 
JUDGES PROVIDING JUDGES PROVIDING 
SERVICE Criminal SERVICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials + Clvil Cases Defendants Trials 
Clroult and District Status | — Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status if Number | Terminated | Terminated | Completed’ 
7TH ACTIVE 12 5 5 12 ACTIVE 16 5 2 14 
SENIOR 3 ; 2 5 SENIOR "1 162 1 16 
LN ACTIVE 3 2 { ACTIVE 9 , 13 
SENIOR 2 { SENIOR 8 5 16 
iL,C ACTIVE 2 5 2 ACTIVE 1 , \ 
SENIOR ; . SENIOR ’ 156 : 
iL,.S ACTIVE : ; ACTIVE 2 4 
SENIOR ° . : SENIOR ; ; ; 
IN,N ACTIVE 3 ° 1 6 ACTIVE 2 { ’ 
SENIOR : ; SENIOR : : : 
INS ACTIVE 2 2 1 ACTIVE 1 { ; 
SENIOR ; ; SENIOR 2 1 \ 
WIE ACTIVE 1 ; ; 1 ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 1 2 SENIOR ; 
WI.W ACTIVE - - ACTIVE - - 
SENIOR . : SENIOR ; 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 1 : 1 
SENIOR . : ; 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
wees bert tn oe © oe la Set canal 
JUDGES PROVIDING JUDGES PROVIDING 
SERVICE Criminal SERVICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants 
Clroult and District Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ | Status | Number Terminated | Terminated 
6TH ACTIVE 10 19 28 24 ACTIVE 16 20 20 
SENIOR 12 113 29 33 SENIOR 14 24 20 
ARE ACTIVE 3 3 ; , ACTIVE 2 3 
SENIOR 1 1 1 1 SENIOR 2 3 
AR,W ACTIVE 1 2 ACTIVE 3 3 , 
SENIOR ; . ; SENIOR 3 10 { 
IA,N ACTIVE ; ; ACTIVE 5 1 26 
SENIOR 1 : 1 SENIOR 4 3 18 
iA,S ACTIVE 2 13 25 22 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 1 2 3 2 SENIOR 1 1 
MN ACTIVE ° ; ; ° ACTIVE 2 ; 1 
SENIOR 1 1 12 3 SENIOR 3 7 { 
MO,E ACTIVE 1 ° 1 ° ACTIVE ; 
SENIOR 1 94 10 13 SENIOR 1 
MO,W ACTIVE ‘ ACTIVE 
SENIOR . . SENIOR , 
NE ACTIVE ‘ ‘ , ; ACTIVE 2 2 1 
SENIOR 1 1 2 SENIOR : : ; 
NO ACTIVE ‘ ; ‘ ‘ ACTIVE 
SENIOR 2 9 ‘ 6 SENIOR ‘ 
SD ACTIVE 3 1 2 2 ACTIVE 1 1 
SENIOR 2 3 2 4 SENIOR , ; 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE ‘ : ‘ , 
SENIOR 2 3 1 
i hae 
- | 
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Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
UDG VIDING JUDGES PROVIDING 
’ — Criminal SERVICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Triais Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circult and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed* Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ 
OTH ACTIVE 36 19 04 57 ACTIVE 51 21 98 57 
SENIOR 23 453 68 86 SENIOR 44 468 89 83 
AK ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 3 1 5 
SENIOR 1 1 10 8 SENIOR 5 3 - 5 
AZ ACTIVE 1 1 : - ACTIVE 10 4 1 17 
SENIOR 2 2 4 3 SENIOR 8 4 - 20 
CA,N ACTIVE 4 1 10 \ ACTIVE 4 1 3 1 
SENIOR 6 435 6 27 SENIOR - : : : 
CA,E ACTIVE 2 1 16 1 ACTIVE - . - - 
SENIOR 3 5 20 5 SENIOR - - . : 
CA,C ACTIVE y 6 20 19 ACTIVE 2 - 2 1 
SENIOR 1 1 : 1 SENIOR 2 - 1 1 
CA,S ACTIVE 1 : 1 - ACTIVE 7 4 3 5 
SENIOR 2 - 5 10 SENIOR 12 4 13 17 
HI ACTIVE 2 . : 12 ACTIVE 4 3 . 2 
SENIOR 2 2 - 6 SENIOR 2 435 5 8 
ID ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 3 1 : 4 
SENIOR - - - : SENIOR - - : . 
MT ACTIVE 2 3 - 1 ACTIVE 1 1 : 1 
SENIOR 1 - : 4 SENIOR 1 1 - - 
NV ACTIVE 1 2 1 - ACTIVE 7 3 2 11 
SENIOR - - - : SENIOR 6 12 14 16 
OR ACTIVE 2 1 - 2 ACTIVE 1 - - 1 
SENIOR 2 4 1 7 SENIOR 2 - - 13 
WA,E ACTIVE 3 - 1 4 ACTIVE 2 1 1 1 
SENIOR 1 - - 2 SENIOR 1 1 - - 
WA,W ACTIVE 4 2 1 5 ACTIVE 1 . 3 - 
SENIOR 1 1 : 11 SENIOR - - : : 
GUAM ACTIVE . - - - ACTIVE 6 2 83 8 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 5 3 56 3 
NMI ACTIVE 1 1 37 4 ACTIVE - - - - 
SENIOR : - - - SENIOR - : : . 
Age 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 4 1 J 67 3 
SENIOR 1 2 17 2 


Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
JUDGES PROVIDING JUOGES PROVIONG 
SERVICE Criminal SERVICE Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circult end District Stetus ‘| Number Terminated Terminated Completed’ Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed* 
10TH ACTIVE 13 17 5 6 ACTIVE 18 17 3 6 
SENIOR 4 ° . 18 SENIOR 1 ° ° 1 
co ACTIVE . ‘ ° ; ACTIVE 5 9 ; 1 
SENIOR : ° . ; SENIOR ; ; ; 
KS ACTIVE 2 1 1 ; ACTIVE 1 . 1 
SENIOR 2 ; ; 12 SENIOR ; ° ‘ ° 
NM ACTIVE 3 7 3 1 ACTIVE 1 . ; 1 
SENIOR ° : SENIOR ° ° ; , 
OK,N ACTIVE a 2 1 1 ACTIVE 2 2 . ° 
SENIOR 1 : ° 3 SENIOR ; ; ; 
b OK,E ACTIVE 1 1 , ; ACTIVE 2 : 1 1 
g SENIOR : : : : SENIOR : : ; : 
OK,W ACTIVE ° , . ‘ ACTIVE 2 1 1 
SENIOR ‘ , , . SENIOR ° ; ‘ ‘ 
UT ACTIVE 1 3 ‘ 1 ACTIVE 2 3 ‘ . 
SENIOR 1 ° . 3 SENIOR 1 ° . 1 
wy ACTIVE 2 2 . 1 ACTIVE 3 2 1 2 
SENIOR ° , , ‘ SENIOR e ‘ ‘ ‘ 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE 1 1 ° 2 
SENIOR ‘ , ; ° 


Table V-1. (Continued) 
SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED FROM OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
JUDGES PROVIDING 
= — c pochevns Criminal 
Civil Cases Defendants Trials Civil Cases Defendants Trials 
Circuit and District Status Number Terminated Terminated Completed* Status | Number Terminated Terminated Completed‘ 
11TH ACTIVE 10 6 14 14 ACTIVE 14 5 20 24 
SENIOR 5 3 : 19 SENIOR 22 97 68 124 
AL,N ACTIVE 1 14 14 ACTIVE 2 2 - - 
SENIOR 1 1 - - SENIOR - : 
AL,M ACTIVE 1 1 - - ACTIVE 4 - 14 14 
SENIOR - . - - SENIOR 1 1 : : 
AL,S ACTIVE - - - : ACTIVE 1 1 : - 
SENIOR 1 2 - 1 SENIOR 1 1 - : 
FL,N ACTIVE 1 1 . - ACTIVE 1 - 1 : 
SENIOR . : - - SENIOR 1 - - 1 
FL,M ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 4 1 4 10 
SENIOR 1 - - 3 SENIOR 16 1 59 92 
FL,S ACTIVE - - . - ACTIVE 1 - 1 - 
SENIOR 1 - . 1 SENIOR 2 - - 18 
GA,N ACTIVE 2 2 - : ACTIVE : - - - 
SENIOR - - - SENIOR - : . 
GA,M ACTIVE 1 1 - - ACTIVE - - - - 
SENIOR - : - - SENIOR - - : - 
GA,S ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 1 1 - - 
SENIOR 1 - - 14 SENIOR 1 94 4 13 
APPEALS JUDGES ACTIVE - - - - 
SENIOR - - - - 
SPECIAL COURTS 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ACTIVE 3 13 7 29 
SENIOR 3 24 - 25 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT ACTIVE - . - . fm 4 
SENIOR ‘ ‘ ‘ . . , 
FEDERAL CLAIMS ACTIVE - - . . 
SENIOR - - - . 


* INCLUDES ALL TRIALS COMPLETED DURING THE PERIOD, WHETHER OR NOT THE RELATED CASE WAS ALSO TERMINATED. 
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TABLE V-2. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 


Service Provided by and Received from Visiting Judges in Appeals Terminated 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


Service Provided to Courts of Appeals 


Service Received from Other Courts 


Participations in Participations In 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providing 
Afier After After After 
Service Service 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion On Judicial Oral sion On Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
TOTAL 414 §,162 3,695 1,206 261 414 5,162 3,605 1,206 261 

APPEALS APPEALS 

Active 8 75 62 13 - Active 8 75 62 13 : 

Senior 64 987 807 143 37 Senior 64 987 807 143 37 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 

Active 220 2,140 1,408 617 115 Active 220 2,146 1,408 617 115 

Senior 122 1,960 1,418 433 109 Senior 122 1,96%) 1,418 433 109 

DC . - - . - 7 28 22 3 3 

APPEALS APPEALS 

Active - - Active 2 7 7 - 

Senior - - Senior 5 21 15 3 3 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 

Active - - Active - 

Senior - Senior - - 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Service After After — After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
ae oe Oral sion On uc Oral sion On Judicial 
Clreuit Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
- = mee ere ee oe arene oe ree ee ee - ee on on — a ees ——e 
18T 20 163 163 6 5 27 305 203 7 5 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active 1 1 . 1 Active 1 19 19 . 
Senor 1 18 18 Senior 7 126 122 3 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 15 131 122 4 5 Active 16 131 122 4 5 
Senior 3 13 13 . . Senior 4 30 30 . 
2NO 30 434 308 60 37 30 309 265 69 36 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active . Active 1 13 1 2 - 
Senior 6 153 95 40 18 Senior 4 49 39 8 2 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 22 190 141 33 16 Active 22 190 141 33 16 
Senior 1 91 72 16 3 Senior 12 117 74 26 17 
3RD 22 287 191 87 4 17 109 97 68 4 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active - - - - - Active 1 12 3 4 
Senior 4 89 58 30 1 Senior 2 5 4 1 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 6 33 20 12 Active 6 33 20 12 1 
Senior 12 165 113 7 Senior 8 119 70 46 3 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 
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Service Provided to Courts of Appeals Service Received trom Other Courts a 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providing Providi 
Service After After ay After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion On Judicial Oral sion On Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briets Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
4TH §2 668 §93 33 32 §1 598 561 25 22 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active . - Active 1 22 22 - . 
Senior . - - - . Senior 3 26 24 - 2 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 30 238 225 6 7 Active 30 238 225 6 7 
Senior 22 420 368 27 25 Senior 17 312 280 19 13 
5TH 34 330 272 44 14 4 299 254 35 10 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active . . . . . Active . . . . . 
Senior 7 101 79 17 5 Senior 6 66 57 8 1 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 23 189 154 27 8 Active 23 189 154 27 8 
Senior 4 40 39 - 1 Senior 5 44 43 - 1 
6TH 54 1,026 546 372 108 48 1,021 471 421 129 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active . . - - Active . . . . . 
Senior 10 148 137 1 - Senior 4 143 62 60 21 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 34 590 276 250 64 Active 34 590 276 250 64 
Senior 10 288 133 111 44 Senior 10 288 133 111 44 
r~ s 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Service Provided to Courts of Appeals Service Received trom Other Courts | 
Participations in Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providi Providi 
oe Atter After a After After 
After Submis- Other After Sut mis- Other 
Oral sion On Judicial Oral sion On Judicial 
Circuit Status No. Total Hearing Briets Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
7TH 17 258 229 27 2 23 285 253 31 1 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active - - : - Active 1 1 - 1 - 
Senior 2 51 50 1 Senior 5 47 45 2 - 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active y 81 80 1 - Active y 81 80 1 - 
Senior 6 126 99 26 1 Senior 8 156 128 27 1 
8TH 38 483 86 9 33 408 302 98 8 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active - - - : - Active - - - - 
Senior y 130 125 3 2 Senior 6 91 74 16 1 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 15 117 76 40 1 Active 15 117 76 40 1 
Senior 14 236 187 43 6 Senior 12 200 152 42 6 
9TH 74 596 373 207 16 66 §33 300 223 10 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active 2 20 19 1 - Active - - - - - 
Senior 7 59 50 6 3 Senior 3 53 21 30 2 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 44 292 159 128 5 Active 44 292 159 128 5 
Senior 21 225 145 72 8 Senior 19 188 120 65 3 
atane 
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Table V-2. (Continued) 


Service Provided to Courts of Appeals 


Service Received from Other Courts 


Participations In ‘Participations in 
Judges Appeals Disposed of Judges Appeals Disposed of 
Providi Providi = -—--— -- 
a me After After oe After After 
After Submis- Other After Submis- Other 
Oral sion On Judicial Oral sion On Judicial 
Circult Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action Status No. Total Hearing Briefs Action 
10TH 32 §23 296 207 20 43 659 412 221 26 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active : - - - Active 1 1 - 1 - 
Senior - - - - Senior 6 71 60 8 3 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 21 278 154 116 8 Active 21 278 154 116 8 
Senior 11 245 142 91 12 Senior 15 309 198 96 15 
11TH 20 237 205 26 6 26 488 475 5 8 
APPEALS APPEALS 
Active - - . : - Active - . . . . 
Senior 1 125 97 24 4 Senior 13 290 284 4 2 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
Active 1 1 1 - - Active 1 1 1 - - 
Senior 8 111 107 2 2 Senior 12 197 190 1 6 
SPECIAL COURTS 12 167 141 23 3 
INT'L TRADE 3 47 36 11 . 
Active 3 47 36 11 - 
Senior - - - - 
FEDERAL CIRCUIT Y 120 105 12 3 
Active 2 7 7 - - 
Senior 7 113 98 12 3 
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Table X-1A. 
U.S. District Courts - Weighted and Unweighted Filings Per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 (Criminal Felony Cases Only) 


WEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP' UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP 
Total 
District Judgeships’ Civil Criminal? Total Civil Criminal’ Total 
TOTAL 645 361 65 416 357 53 410 
oc 15 277 35 312 205 32 237 
1ST 
ME 3 277 43 320 252 45 297 
MA 13 376 30 406 300 23 323 
NH 3 397 29 426 301 26 327 
RI 3 279 54 333 232 50 282 
PR 7 210 42 252 262 49 311 
2ND 
CT 8 390 33 423 320 26 346 
NY,N 5 369 50 419 340 47 387 
NY,E 15 405 94 499 409 81 490 
NY,S 28 414 38 452 359 32 391 
NY,W 4 408 82 490 374 76 450 
VT 2 247 55 302 227 46 273 
3RD 
DE 4 200 27 227 200 23 223 
NJ 17 395 51 446 335 36 371 
PA,E 23 412 30 442 354 27 381 
PA,M 6 313 42 355 334 42 376 
PA,W 10 365 29 394 363 27 390 
4TH 
MD 10 359 41 400 356 35 391 
NC,E 4 314 73 387 378 76 454 
NC,M 4 184 71 255 193 71 264 
NC,W 3 274 138 412 302 134 436 
SC 9 405 62 467 428 64 492 
VA,E 10 386 86 472 394 83 477 
VA,W 4 317 63 380 437 64 501 
WV,N 3 196 76 272 196 77 273 
WV,S 5 251 81 332 255 68 323 
ry vi 
° ’ 


flip 


Table X-1A. (Continued) 
WEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP' UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP 
Total 
District Judgeships? Civil Criminal® Total Civil Criminal’ Total 
5TH 
LA,E 13 307 30 337 316 32 348 
LA,M 2 456 22 478 575 25 600 
LA,W 7 314 28 342 365 24 389 
MS,N 3 385 49 434 378 43 421 
MS,S 6 315 40 355 324 38 362 
TX,N 12 412 76 488 398 72 470 
TE 7 435 42 477 443 43 486 
TX,S 18 341 75 416 326 75 401 
TX,W 10 302 108 410 279 121 400 
6TH 
KY,E 4.50 317 52 369 400 52 452 
KY,W 4.50 283 47 330 332 41 373 
MIE 15 384 48 432 519 45 564 
MI,W 6 300 36 336 324 34 358 
OH,N 12 422 40 462 372 39 411 
OH,S 8 384 49 433 350 52 402 
TN,E 5 412 91 503 432 87 519 
TN,M 4 359 49 408 364 45 409 
TN,W 5 274 58 332 271 84 355 
7TH 
IL,N 22 465 30 495 394 29 423 
IL,C 4 322 50 372 345 63 408 
IL,S 4 283 46 329 330 50 380 
IN,N 5 343 45 388 328 40 368 
IN,S 5 580 42 622 537 39 576 
WIE 4 382 65 447 350 60 410 
WI,W 2 404 55 459 486 60 546 
8TH 
AR,E 5 357 44 401 419 49 468 
AR,W 3 293 38 331 343 43 386 
1A,N 2 266 67 333 323 56 379 
1A,S 3 327 36 363 373 37 410 
MN 7 377 40 417 315 38 353 
MO,E 8 351 41 392 370 39 409 
MO,W 6 356 55 411 417 48 465 
NE Rro 4 288 44 332 309 46 355 
ND TN 2 249 83 332 237 74 311 
SD 3 162 71 233 154 61 215 


Table X-1A. (Continued) 
WEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP' UNWEIGHTED FILINGS PER JUDGESHIP 
Total 
District Judgeships’ Civil Criminal? Total Civil Criminal’ Total 
9TH 
AK 3 645 52 697 317 53 370 
AZ 8 335 147 482 419 139 558 
CA,N 14 426 31 457 433 27 460 
CA,E 7 351 59 410 414 60 474 
CA,C 27 387 46 433 413 41 454 
CA,S 8 306 165 471 267 171 438 
Hi 4 256 35 291 215 37 252 
ID 2 332 54 386 269 43 312 
MT 3 234 83 317 236 72 308 
NV 4 479 110 589 478 100 578 
OR 6 385 85 470 352 87 439 
WA,E 4 136 97 233 163 107 270 
WA,W 7 377 43 420 371 40 411 
a 10TH 
= co 7 436 52 488 369 47 416 
KS 6 321 39 360 317 40 357 
NM 5 314 124 438 282 120 402 
OK,N 3.67 298 42 340 302 42 344 
OK,E 1.33 432 46 478 656 43 699 
OK,W 6 303 32 335 407 33 440 
UT 5 261 54 315 243 55 298 
WY 3 143 28 171 122 28 150 
11TH 

AL,N 8 535 42 577 480 37 517 
AL,M 3 570 67 637 610 65 675 
AL,S 3 347 84 431 387 82 469 
FL,N 4 269 63 332 388 62 450 
FL,M 11 405 86 491 442 78 520 
FL,S 16 289 66 355 335 70 405 
GA,N 11 387 44 431 355 40 395 
GA,M 4 272 66 338 294 58 352 
GA,S 3 469 53 522 449 54 503 


'THE CASE WEIGHTS ARE BASED ON THE 1979 DISTRICT COURT TIME STUDY CONDUCTED BY THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER. 
?AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIPS AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, EXCLUDES THE TERRITORIAL COURTS. 
SEXCLUDES TRANSFERS. 
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Table X-4. 
U.S. District Courts - Class Action Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended September 30, 1992 


| 1991 | 1992 | Stock- ‘| Other |Prisoner| Other Other 
Total Total W Other Real Tort ment Civil Civil | Prisoner Labor 
Circuit & District Cases Cases Suits | Contract | Property Actions Antitrust | Voting | Rights | Rights | Right» | Petitions | RICO | ERISA | Suits 
TOTAL 1,013 2,129 36 63 7 387 56 100 v6 234 137 1 63 96 64 
bc 13 9 . 1 : ° ° . 1 3 1 ° ° 1 1 
18T 22 19 ° ° ° ° 1 1 2 6 1 ° 2 . . 
ME 6 5 : : ° 3 . : ° : ° 
MA 8 5 2 1 
NH 6 4 3 
Ri 2 1 ; 1 
PR 4 ' 1 1 
2ND 337 251 12 2 1 8 1 7 28 9 1 14 13 4 
CT 136 107 4 . 1 4 ° | 7 10 6 1 
NY,N 4 5 ' 3 1 . 
NYE 8 8 1 1 2 1 1 
NY,S 163 105 8 1 4 1 3 4 4 1 3 3 1 
NY,.W 22 22 1 9 4 1 2 1 
vT 4 4 ° 3 1 
3RD 210 239 3 3 7 7 2 1 7 27 18 ° 4 21 7 
DE 21 7 . . 2 ; 
NJ 57 36 2 1 1 1 1 7 2 
PAE 76 109 3 6 5 2 1 1 12 1 15 2 
PAM 19 20 1 5 10 ’ . 
PAW 37 67 1 5 7 1 6 5 
vi 
4TH 56 63 2 2 1 2 3 1 4 4 5 ° ° 6 7 
MD 17 14 1 2 2 1 
NCE 9 1 2 1 1 5 
NC.M 5 4 1 2 
NC,W 1 1 1 
Sc 10 23 1 1 3 1 1 2 ' 
VA.E 3 1 1 
VA,W 6 1 1 1 
WV,N 1 1 1 
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Table X-4. (Continued) 
1991 1992 Stock- Employ- | Other Other Other SEC 
Total Total Holder) Other Real Tort ment Civil Civil | Prisoner Labor | Commodity 
Circult & District Cases Cases Suits | Contract | P Actions | Antitrust; Voti Rights | Rights | Rights | Petitions | RICO | ERISA | Suits | Exchange | Other 

STH 260 223 8 14 1 18 13 16 W 18 9 : 9 10 "1 71 8 
LA,E 51 53 . 3 : 10 . : 1 2 1 . 6 2 4 20 + 
LA,M 7 4 . . . 2 ° . 1 1 . . . . 
LA,W 9 1 . 2 . 3 . 1 - 3 1 . . . 1 . . 
MS,N 14 16 . 1 . . 3 4 2 2 1 . . . 1 . 1 
MS,S 20 16 ° 2 : 1 1 7 3 2 ° ° ° ° ° . . 
TX,N 81 63 3 1 . 1 2 2 5 7 . . . 6 . 35 1 
TX,E 13 4 ° 1 ° ° . ° ° : 3 ° ° ° ° ° . 
TX,S 52 51 5 4 1 1 7 2 ) 1 2 : 3 2 5 12 1 
TX,W 13 6 ° ° ° ° . - 1 . . . ° . 4 1 

6TH 126 123 . 18 1 1 3 7 14 . 2 9 10 30 6 
KY,E 6 5 . ° ° 1 1 . . . 1 . 2 ° 
KYW 3 1 . . . . . . . . . . . 1 . . . 
MIE 15 33 1 ° ° 4 1 . 2 7 1 . . 2 2 10 3 
MIW 23 18 . 1 . : . 1 - 4 5 . - . 5 2 ° 
OH,N 49 38 ° ° ° 2 . ° : 8 3 . 1 4 3 14 2 
OH,S 10 13 ° . ° 1 ° . : . . . . . - 1 1 
TN,E 9 6 . - 1 : : . : 3 : 1 1 : : 
TN,M 7 7 . . > : : . : 4 2 . . : : 1 . 
TN,W 3 2 ° . . . . - : 2 : : . . . . . 

7TH 222 208 6 14 . 12 6 2 13 36 8 ° 10 8 17 53 23 
1L,N 171 168 6 9 : 9 5 2 12 26 2 . 9 8 12 47 21 
IL,C 8 7 . . . . - 3 1 . 1 . 2 . 
IL,S 3 2 - . 1 . . - - 1 . . . . 
IN,N 11 6 . . . 2 . . 1 2 : . : . 1 . . 
IN,S 22 17 . 5 ° . 1 . - 3 3 ° . . 4 1 . 
Wie 7 4 . . . : . . . 1 1 . . 1 . 1 . 
wi,w - 4 . . . . . . - - . . . . . 2 2 

6TH 148 128 1 3 2 5 2 2 16 18 14 " 7 12 1 19 24 
AR,E 26 20 . 2 ° - 6 5 1 . 1 2 ° 3 ° 
AR,W 3 - . . . - : - . - - - . . - - 
|A,N 4 5 : . . : . : 1 a : : : . - : : 
iA,S 4 . 1 . . 1 1 - . . - - - 
MN 62 61 1 1 - 1 2 1 4 4 1 - 5 8 1 14 18 
MO,E 20 22 . 2 . 1 1 2 3 8 . . - - 2 3 
MO,W 6 5 . . . . . . - . 2 . . . - . 3 
NE 17 6 . - 1 . . - 1 - 2 ° 1 1 - - . 
NO 4 1 - . . . . . . 1 . - - - - : - 
so 2 2 . . . 1 . . - - . . : 1 . : . 
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Table X-4. (Continued) 


1991 1992 | Stock- Employ- | Other | Pri Other Other SEC 
Total Tote! Other | Real | Tort ment | Civil | Civil | Prisoner Labor | Commodity 

Circult & District | Cases Cases | Suits | Contract | Property | Actions | Antitrust| Voting | Rights | Rights | Rights | Petitions | RICO | ERISA | Suits | Exchange | Other 

oTH 261 200 2 6 3 21 4 1 6 32 10 . 5 8 8 130 22 
AZ 30 39 { { 2 5 . ; 1 7 . . , 2 { 13 6 
CA,N 118 99 , 2 . b 2 : 4 7 ° . 1 2 3 71 
CAE 10 17 . 2 . , ° 1 : 5 3 . : 1 . , 5 
CA,C 5 10 : 1 : , ; : ; { ; . : : . b 1 
CAS 20 44 . ; 1 5 ; . ; 2 2 . 3 , 1 29 . 
HI 14 6 , { : 1 . ° { 2 2 : ° . . . 1 
ID 12 5 : . ; . . . . 2 : { ; 1 1 , 
MT 2 4 : : . : . . . : . : . 3 1 
NV "1 4 ; 1 ° ; ; ; . 2 { ; , ; ‘ , 
OR 13 12 1 . . ; . . . 2 { : . 1 2 4 1 
WA,E 10 10 . . . 2 . . . 2 . : . : : 5 
WA,W 5 8 : : : 1 2 : , : . , 1 . 3 1 
GUAM 1 , : ; , . . : . : , : : ; ° , , 

10TH 27 28 1 1 - 3 . - 2 3 1 - . 1 4 5 7 
co 4 7 ; 1 : . , : 1 1 , , . . ; 1 2 
KS 4 6 - - - 1 - - 1 1 - - - - 2 1 - 
NM 8 8 { : : : : : : 1 . : , 1 2 1 2 
OK,N 1 1 ; ; , : : . . , , ; , : ; { ; 
OK,E 1 : ; : ‘ . : . . : , . . . . , 
OK,W 4 2 : : : 1 . : : : , : ‘ . ‘ 1 
UT 1 3 : . . : . : . : : : : : : 3 
wy . 1 . ; : 1 ° : : . . , : : : , 

11TH 232 881 . 14 2 263 23 % 1 33 a7 . 10 8 14 86 17 
AL,N 22 268 . . . 253 . 2 ‘ 2 3 . . 2 1 ‘ ‘ 
AL.M 29 105 : ‘ : . : 70 3 2 21 : ‘ 1 2 1 . 
ALS 2 3 . . . . : . : 2 1 : ‘ : ‘ ‘ 
FL.N 4 1 ‘ : ‘ ‘ 1 ‘ ‘ , . . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 
FLM 47 48 : : 1 . 4 1 1 B 15 ‘ 1 1 2 6 9 
FL,S 68 79 : A : 3 1 { 2 12 2 ‘ 1 2 5 40 4 
GA.N 47 64 ‘ 1 ‘ 6 17 1 7 4 ‘ : 2 2 4 10 4 
GAM 3 1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ : . 1 : . , , ‘ ‘ 
GA,S 10 12 . 2 1 1 ‘ ‘ { 1 ‘ 6 . : ‘ ‘ 


NOTE: RICO - RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS 
ERISA - EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT 
SEC - SECURITIES/COMMODITIES/EXCHANGE 
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Table X-5. 
U.S. District Courts - Class Action Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended September 30, 1991 and 1992 


1992 
U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES) ——ts 
Federal Diversity of Local 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question ‘Citizenship — - Jurisdiction 
TOTAL CASES 697 1,196 5 32 611 348 . 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 58 45 3 . 16 26 : 
INSURANCE 4 10 - 
MARINE 1 - - 
MILLER ACT : - - 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1 1 : 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS 4 4 3 
AND ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS 
DEFAULTED STUDENT LOANS 1 1 2 
VETERANS’ OVERPAYMENTS 1 1 1 
OTHER 2 1 - 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 48 30 - 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 11 6 - 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND - - - 
FORECLOSURE 1 1 : 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT - - - 
TORTS TO LAND/INCLUDING 7 3 - 
PRODUCT LIABILITY 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 3 2 . 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 54 341 : 
PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 34 322 - 
PRODUCT LIABILITY, TOTAL 14 302 : 
AIRPLANE - - - 
MARINE - - - 
MOTOR VEHICLE 1 - : 
ASBESTOS 8 6 : 
OTHER 5 296 - 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY, TOTAL 20 20 - 
AIRPLANE 2 . - 
MARINE - 1 - 
MOTOR VEHICLE 3 3 - 
ASSAULT, LIBEL AND SLANDER 1 - - 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 1 y _ 2 - 
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Table X-5. (Continued) 
1992 
U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 
Federai Diversity of Local 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 Total Plaintift Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 2 - - 2 
OTHER 1 12 ° - 4 8 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE , TOTAL 20 19 . 2 10 7 : 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 14 18 - 1 10 7 - 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 6 6 1 - 1 - : 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 774 804 2 30 771 1 - 
ANTITRUST 34 23 - - 23 - - 
BANKRUPTCY, TOTAL 1 1 - : 1 ° ° 
APPEAL (28 USC 158) - - - - - . . 
WITHDRAWAL (28 USC 157) 1 1 - - 1 - - 
BANKS AND BANKING 19 8 : 1 7 : : 
CIVIL RIGHTS, TOTAL 170 286 : 15 271 - : 
VOTING 28 152 - 1 151 - 
EMPLOYMENT 37 30 - 1 29 
HOUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS 6 10 - 5 5 
WELFARE 20 13 - 1 12 - 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 79 81 - 7 74 - 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC.) 2 1 - - 1 - : 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 8 7 1 5 - - 
DEPORTATION - ° ° . 
PRISONER PETITIONS, TOTAL 80 63 - i 62 - - 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE - 1 . - . 
HABEAS CORPUS 2 1 - 1 - 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 2 - - - - - - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 75 62 - 1 61 - 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY, TOTAL - : 1 1 - - : 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS : - - - - - - 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT - - : . ° e 


DRUG RELATED SEIZURE OF PROPERTY 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND 

HEALTH ACT 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS 


SSH 
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Table X-5. (Continued) 
1992 
U.S. CASES PRIVATE CASES 
Federal Diversity of Local 
NATURE OF SUIT 1991 Total Plaintiff Defendant Question Citizenship Jurisdiction 

LABOR LAWS, TOTAL 116 68 . 1 67 : : 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 18 21 - - 21 - : 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 6 6 - : 6 - - 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 2 - - : . ° o 

AND DISCLOSURE ACT 

RAILWAY LABOR ACT 1 2 - - 2 . ‘ 

E.R.1.S.A 78 30 - - 30 

OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 11 9 - i 8 . 

PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS, TOTAL 1 4 : : 4 ° ° 
COPYRIGHT . 2 . ‘ 2 . : 
PATENT - - : ° ° ; ‘ 
TRADEMARK 1 2 - ° 2 ° 

SECURITIES, “COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 256 268 : - 268 - - 

SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS, TOTAL 4 2 . 2 : ° ° 
HEALTH iNSURANCE - - : ° . ° . 
BLACK LUNG CASES . - - ° ° ‘ . 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 1 - - ° e e 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 2 2 - 2 - - 

RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 1 - : . ° ‘ 

OTHER - : - ° ° ° ‘ 
RICO 28 26 : : 26 ° . 
STATE REAPPORTIONMENT SUITS- : 1 : - 1 . 

TAX SUITS - : : ° ° . : 

CUSTOMER CHALLENGE - : : ° ° . ‘ 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT . : : ° . . 

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF STATE STATUTES 5 10 - 1 8 1 . 

OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 50 35 . 8 27 - : 


NOTE: ERISA - EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT. 


APPENDIX II 


TO THE CHAIR 
AND MEMBERS 
OF THE JUDICIAL 
CONFERENCE 


COMMITTEE 
ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


Summary Report 

on Appointments and Payments 
Under the Criminal Justice Act 
for Fiscal Year 1991 


THE CRIMINAL 
JusTicE ACT 


The purpose of the Criminal Justice 
Act (CJA) is to provide effective represen- 
tation in federal criminal proceedings to 
individuals with limited financial resources. 
Each judicial district is required to have a 
plan for furnishing representation under 
the CJA. The CJA plan must be approved 
by the judicial council of the applicable 
circuit. The plan must provide for represen- 
tation by private attorneys in a substantial 
proportion of cases and, in addition, may 
provide for representation by attorneys fur- 
nished by a bar association or a legal aid 
agency, or, for qualifying districts, by attor- 
neys furnished by a federal public or com- 
munity defender organization. Any district 
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or part of a district, or two adjacent districts 
or parts of districts, whether or not in the 
same circuit, in which at least 200 appoint- 
ments are required annually, may establish 
a federal defender organization. Represen- 
tation under the CJA includes counsel and 
investigative, expert and other services. The 
Congress appropriates funds for the imple- 
mentation of the CJA including the com- 
pensation, training and expenses of court- 
appointed counsel and persons providing 
investigative, expert, and other services, 
and for the operation of federal defender 
organizations. 


STATUS OF THE DEFENDER 
SERVICES APPROPRIATION 


In FY 1991, a total of $162,261 ,000 in 
appropriated funding was available to imple- 
ment the CJA. This amount includes 
$132,761,000 as the original amount ap- 
proved by Congress, $21,500,000 as carry 
over from FY 1990, and an $8,000,000 trans- 
fer supplemental from the Salaries and Ex- 
penses account. However, even with the 
supplemental funding, there was not suffi- 
cient funding to cover full fiscal year opera- 
tions due to uncontrollable expenses associ- 
ated with panel attorney and expert and 
investigative services payments. Indeed, 
payments to panel attorneys, experts, and 
investigators were suspended the second 
week of September 1991 in order to avoid 
an estimated $5.5 million deficiency in the 
FY 1991 appropriation. As a consequence, 
there will not be any unobligated balance 
available for use in FY 1992. 

The distribution of fiscal year 1991 
projected obligations is listed on the next 


page. 


LEGISLATION 


During calendar year 1991, the Con- 
gress considered comprehensive crime con- 
trol legislation which, if enacted, would 
have a significant impact on the Defender 


* 


Federal Defender Organizations 


$69,949,000 


FPD $47,782,000 (estimate) 

CDO $22,167,000 

CJA Panel Attorneys 78,532,000 

Investigative, Expert & Other Services 7,980,000 

Transcripts 5,000,000 

General Administrative Expense 800,000 
TOTAL $162,261,000 


Services program. Major features of both 
the House and Senate bills included proce- 
dures to implement a death penalty for 
numerous federal crimes and revisions of 
death penalty habeas corpus procedures. 
These provisions in particular could dra- 
matically increase costs to the Defender 
Services program. Other provisions of the 
bills would restrict the sale of firearms and 
increase penalties for certain firearms and 
drug offenses. While a conference commit- 
tee reached agreement on a compromise bill 
which subsequently passed the House of 
Representatives, the Congress adjourned 
before the Senate acted on it. The confer- 
ence committee version of the crime bill is 
likely to be considered by the Senate early 
in its next session. While changes could 
still be made before final passage, it seems 
likely that provisions relating to the death 
penalty for federal crimes, habeas corpus 
reform, and sales of firearms will be included 
in any crime bill that the Congress may 
adopt. 

Pursuant to a recommendation of the 
Federal Courts Study Committee, the Judi- 
cial Conference at its September 1990 pro- 
ceedings agreed to establish a special com- 
mittee to conduct a comprehensive review 
of the Criminal Justice Act. The Judicial 
Improvements Act of 1990, Public Law 
101-650, also authorized such a study and 
mandated that the results of the study be 
reported tothe Congress by March 31, 1992. 
This reporting date did not afford sufficient 
time for the special committee to complete 
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its review, and thus an extension of the 
deadline was requested. Prior to its adjourn- 
ment, the Congress enacted S. 1284, mak- 
ing technical corrections in the Judicial 
Improvements Act of 1990. This bill in- 
cluded a provision extending from March 
31, 1992 to March 31, 1993 the deadline 
for the report on the review of the Criminal 
Justice Act. S. 1284 was signed by the 
President on December 9, 1991, becoming 
Public Law 102-198. 


REPRESENTATION 
IN FEDERAL COURTS 


During FY 1991, approximately 78,594 
persons were represented in the United 
States courts pursuant to the provisions of 
the CJA. This compares with 71,608 ap- 
pointments in FY 1990 and 69,954 appoint- 
ments in FY 1989. The number of appoint- 
ments in FY 1991 was thus 12.0% greater 
than those in FY 1990 and 12.4% greater 
than in FY 1989. 

The following tables compare appoint- 
ments of counsel and distribution of CJA 
funds between panel attorneys and federal 
defenders' for fiscal years 1989, 1990 and 
1991. 


' FDO totals exclude inmate requests from the United 
States Medical Center, Springfield, Missouri: 755 in 
FY 89; 736 in FY 90; and 920 in FY 91. 


‘ *) 
a | 
‘ 


CJA Appointments and Funding Distribution 


by Fiscal Year 
FY 89 FY 90 __ FY 91 
% ot % of % of % of % of % of 
Appts Funds Appts. Funds Appts. Funds 
PanelAttys. 48.5 97.2 47.8 53.4 50.9 §3.4 
FDO 51.5 42.8 92.2 46.6 49.1 46.6 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Cases Opened by Fiscal Year 
% Change % Change % Change 
FY 89 FY 90 FY 89-90 FY91 FY 90-91 FY 89-91 
Panel Attys. 33,952 33,552 “1.1 40,031' +19.3 +17.9 
FDO 36,002 36,608 +1.7 38,563 + 5.3 + 7.1 
Total 69,954 70,160 +0.3 78,594 +12.0 +12.4 
' Estimated 
JUDICIARY CASELOAD ries. The five categories showing increases 
INFORMATION are: robbery, assault, burglary, sex offenses, 


At the close of statistical year (SY) 
1991, judiciary caseload data revealed that 
during the twelve month period ending 
June 30, 1991, a total of 47,035 criminal 
cases were filed, a decrease of 3.8% com- 
pared to the SY 1990 level of 48,904. The 
pending criminal caseload as of June 30, 
1991 was 39,276 cases, an increase of 16.2% 
compared to the 33,810 cases that were 
pending as of June 30, 1990. 

Statistical year 1991 criminal filings 
rose inonly 5 of the 15 major offense catego- 
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and federal statutes proceedings. The most 
significant decrease relates to the “Drunk 
Driving and Traffic” offense (a Miscella- 
neous General Offense) which showed a 
15% decrease (from the FY 1990 total of 
8,538 to a FY 1991 total of 7,255). Al- 
though case filings under the Drug Abuse 
Prevention and Control Act (DAPCA) 
dropped nationally by 1.5%, froma FY 1990 
total of 12,592 toa FY 1991 total of 12,400, 
the number of drug defendants increased by 
5.4%, from a FY 1990 total of 23,193 toa FY 
1991 total of 24,434. 


MAJOR FEDERAL 
DrRUG-RELATED LAw 
ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES 


In FY 1991, federal defender organiza- 
tions realized an | 1.7% increase in the num- 
ber of drug-related appointments and a 
31.2% increase in the number of in-court 
hours associated with drug-related cases 
compared to prior fiscal year statistics in 
these categories. Between fiscal years 1982 
(the year The Organized Crime Drug En- 
forcement Task Force Program became ef- 
fective as discussed below) and 1991, fed- 
eral defender organization appointments in 
drug cases rose from 1,980 to 6,505, an 
increase of 228.5%. Similarly, during the 
same period, in-court hours for federal de- 
fender drug-related cases rose from 8,219 to 
29,950, an increase of 264.4%. These in- 
creases correspond to heightened activities 
in federal drug control programs. A brief 
description of two major federal drug con- 
trol programs follows: 


1. Organized Crime Drug Enforcement 
Task Force Program 


The Organized Crime Drug Enforce- 
ment Task Force Program (OCDETF) is a 
multi-agency drug investigation and pros- 
ecution program aimed at the identification 
and prosecution of members of high-level 
drug trafficking organizations, many of 
which are international in scope. OCDETF 
task forces have existed nationwide since 
1982 and coordinate the use of federal, state 
and local enforcement resources in prosecu- 
tion efforts. 

During the 9-month period October 
1, 1990 through June 30, 1991 (the period 
for which OCDETF has complete data), 
501 Task Forces were initiated throughout 
the country, resulting in | ,262 indictments 
against a total of 3,630 defendants. Ot these 
defendants, 79 have been charged under the 
Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organi- 
zations statute, while 116 defendants were 
charged under the Continuing Criminal 
Enterprise statute. 
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2. Operation Alliance 

Operation Alliance is a special drug 
seizure program which coordinates the op- 
erations, resources and technology of fed- 
eral, state and local law enforcement agen- 
cies in the four southwest border states of 
California, Arizona, New Mexicoand Texas. 
Operation Alliance covers the entire south- 
west border from San Diego, California to 
Brownsville, Texas and the adjoining Gulf 
and Pacific water areas. Over the past five 
fiscal years, the federal defender organiza- 
tions in the southwest border areas have 
experienced a 244.8% increase in the num- 
ber of drug-related appointments, from 591 
in FY 1986 (the year Operation Alliance 
began operating) to 2,038 cases in FY 1991. 
A substantial proportion of this increase is 
believed to be attributed to Operation Alli- 


ance activities. 


PAYMENTS IN EXCESS 
OF THE STATUTORY 
MAXIMUM 


The CJA provides that the presiding 
judicial officer may approve attorney com- 
pensation up to a maximum of $3,500 for 
felonies, $2,500 for appeals, $1,000 for mis- 
demeanors and $750 for other representa- 
tions. In addition, the presiding judicial 
officer may approve payments to persons 
providing investigative, expert and other 
services up to a maximum of $1,000. The 
C)A also provides that, in extended or com- 
plex cases, attorneys may receive compen- 
sation in excess of these general case com- 
pensation maximums when the presiding 
judicial officer certifies that such excess 
payment is necessary to provide fair com- 
pensation and the payment is approved by 
the chief judge of the circuit or an active 
circuit judge to whom excess compensation 
approval authorization has been delegated. 
Similarly, compensation in excess of the 
general maximum may be paid to persons 
providing investigative, expert and other 
services if the presiding judicial officer de- 


termines that the amount is necessary to 
provide fair compensation for services of an 
unusual character or duration and the 
amount of the excess payment is approved 
by or on behalf of the chief judge of the 
circuit, 

The number of payments in excess of 
the attorney case compensation maximums 
during FY 1991 was 9,198, an increase of 
approximately 28.7% compared to the 7,149 
total for FY 1990. These claims include 
cases opened in prior fiscal years. The total 
amount paid through September 30, 1991 
for services relating to these claims (includ- 
ing any interim payments made in prior 
fiscal years) was $65,782,950 compared to 
$50,543,676 paid in 1990. 

The table below reflects the number of 


excess compensation payments for both at- 


torneys and expert services by circuit during 
FY 1991, 

The following is a summary of excess 
compensation claims paid during FY 1991 
for both attorneys and expert services: 

(1) A total of 6,926 excess payments 
were approved in felony cases and appeals. 
The largest of these payments amounted to 
$300,272 in a bank robbery/conspiracy case 
in the District of Connecticut. The average 
for all such payments was $7,775. 

(2) A total of 56 excess payments for 
extended or complex representation in mis- 
demeanor cases were approved. The largest 
payment was $25,795 for an appeal in the 
Second Circuit. The average for all such 
payments was $3,008. 

(3) A total of 853 claims were ap- 
proved for other cases. The largest payment 


Expert % of 
Felonies/ Misde- Other & Other Grand 
Circuit Appeals meanors Cases’ Services Total Total 

D.C. 440 0 26 77 543 5.9 
1st 279 1 11 13 304 3.3 
2nd 733 2 30 107 872 9.5 
3rd 473 3 36 67 579 6.3 
4th 554 3 25 139 721 7.8 
5th 384 3 33 35 455 5.0 
6th 482 2 42 42 568 6.2 
7th 324 0 52 25 401 4.4 
8th 486 0 122 73 681 7.4 
9th 1,722 35 347 604 2,708 29.4 
10th 301 5 38 63 407 4.4 
11th 748 2 91 118 959 10.4 
GRAND segue 
TOTAL 6,926 56 853 1,363 9,198 100.0 


was $308,743 in a habeas petitioner in the 
Eastern District of California. The average 
for all such matters was $7,131. 

(4) A total of 1,363 claims for com- 
pensation for expert and other services of an 
unusual character or duration were approved 
and paid. The largest single payment was 
$318,533 for transcription and translation 
services in the Northern District of Califor- 
nia. The average cost of services per case 


was $4,168. 


"TRANSCRIPTS, 
INVESTIGATIVE, EXPERT 
AND OTHER SERVICES 


Asof September 30, 1991, $12,980,000 
had been obligated from the FY 1991 De- 
fender Services appropriation for transcripts, 
investigative, expert and other services. It 
is likely that, as claims for transcripts and 
other expert services are received and paid 
after the close of FY 1991, total FY 1991 
expenditures in these categories will exceed 
$12,980,000. The FY 1991 estimate of 
$13,623,000 presented in the table on next 
page reflects that amount that would have 
been paid during FY 1991 had sufficient 
funding been available. 

The table reflects the actual cost of 
providing these services from FY 1988 
through FY 1990, and estimated costs for FY 
1991 through FY 1993. 


FEDERAL DEFENDER 
ORGANIZATIONS 


New Operational Federal 
Defender Organization 
in FY 1991 

On August 26, 1991, a federal public 
defender was appointed to the FPDO serv- 
ing the District of Alaska. Prior to Octo- 
ber 1, 1990 (FY 1991), the Anchorage, 
Alaska office operated as a branch of the 
FPDO for the Western District of Washing- 
ton and District of Alaska. 


New Operational Federal 
Defender Branch Offices 
in FY 1991 


On October 22, 1990, the FPDO for 
the Central and Southern Districts of Illi- 
nois and Eastern District of Missouri estab- 
lished a branch office in East St. Louis, 
Illinois, and on April 4, 1991, the FPDO for 
the District of South Carolina established a 
branch office in Charleston, South Caro- 
lina. On March 4, 1991, the FPDO for the 
Districts of New Jersey and Delaware began 
accepting Wilmington, Delaware appoint- 
ments, although as of this December 1991 
writing, Wilmington office space has not 
yet been secured. 


New Federal Defender 

Organizations/Branches 

in Fiscal Year 1992 

The CDO for the Eastern District of 

Tennessee (headquarters in Knoxville and 

branch offices in Chattanooga and 

Greeneville) became operational in No- 

vember 1991. Four additional new organi- 

zations are expected to open during FY 1992 

as follows: 

e¢ A community defender organization 
(CDO) for the Eastern District of 
Washington (headquarters in 
Spokane and branch in Yakima). 
{Approved as a FPDO for FY 1991 
by the Committee on Defender 
Services (Committee) at its June 
1990 meeting. ] 

A FPDO for the Western District of 
New York (headquarters in 


Buffalo and branch office in 
Rochester) [approved for FY 1991 
by the Committee at its January 
1991 meeting]. 

© Two FPDO’s, one each for the 
Middle District of North Carolina 
(headquarters in Greensboro) and 
the Eastern District of Texas 
(headquarters in Beaumont and 
branch office in Tyler). Both 
approved for FY 1992 by the 


Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 


Actual: FY 1988 
Transcripts $3,520,680 
Investigators 1,043,000 
Interpreters 591,000 
Psychiatrists 450,000 
Other Experts 1,473,000 
Total $7,077,680 

Estimate: FY 1991 
Transcripts $5,000,000 
Investigators 2,893,000 
Interpreters 1,301,000 
Psychiatrists 917,000 
Other Experts 3,512,000 
Totals $13,623,000' 


FY 1989 FY 1990 
$4,086,000 $4,144,000 
1,249,000 1,676,000 
808,000 794,000 
1,087,000 853,000 
2,018,000 1,747,000 
$9,248,000 $9,214,000 
FY 1992 FY 1993 
$6,500,000 $7,900,000 
2,950,000 3,207,000 
1,400,000 1,541,000 
1,776,000 2,400,000 
3,891,000 4,375,000 
$16,517,000 $19,423,000 


‘Investigative, Expert and Other Services total includes $643,000 in payments made during FY 1992 for FY 1991 
obligations that were deferred due to a funding short-fall in the FY 1991 appropriation. 


Committee in May 1991. Both 
new organizations are pending 
Congressional authorization as of 


this December 1991 writing. 


New Branches to Existing 
Federal Defender 
Organizations 

In May 1991, the Committee approved 
FY 1991 establishment of a Cheyenne, 
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Wyoming office to serve the District of 
Wyoming as a branch of the FPDO for the 
District of Colorado. At its June 1991 
meeting, the Committee approved funding 
for FY 1992 establishment of the following 
five new branch offices: (1) Austin, Texas, 
and (2) Del Rio, Texas, [both for the FPDO 
for the Western District of Texas]; (3) 
Tacoma, Washington [FPDO for the West- 
ern District of Washington]; (4) Gainesville, 
Florida [FPDO for the Northern District of 


Florida]; and (5) Fayetteville, North Caro- 
lina [FPDO for the Eastern District of 
North Carolina]. At its June 1991 meeting, 
the Committee also approved FY 1993 es- 
tablishment of the following three branch 
offices: (1) Ft. Pierce, Florida [FPDO for 
the Southern District of Florida]; (2) Allen- 
town, Pennsylvania [CDO for the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania]; and (3) Oakland, 
California [FPDO for the Northern District 
of California]. 

Branch offices in Benton, Illinois 
[FPDO for the Central and Southern Dis- 
tricts of Illinois & Eastern District of Mis- 
souri], Erie, Pennsylvania [FPDO for the 
Western District of Pennsylvania], and 
Greenville, South Carolina [FPDO for the 
District of South Carolina] also are ex- 
pected to become operational in FY 1992. 


Death Penalty Resource 
Center/Community 
Defender Organizations 


Community defender organizations 
functioning as death penalty resource cen- 
ters monitor the status of death penalty 
cases pending in the districts they serve, 
recruit attorneys to represent death-sen- 
tenced federal habeas petitioners, and pro- 
vide assistance and expert advice to coun- 
sel appointed in death penalty cases. Also, 
each center represents a number of death- 
sentenced petitioners. As of September 
30, 1991, fifteen centers were operational. 
In addition, at its June 1990 meeting, the 
Committee approved FY 1991 funding fora 
resource center to serve Pennsylvania, and 
at its January 1990 meeting, the Commit- 
tee approved FY 1991 funding for a center 
to serve Ohio. The Ohio center became 
operational in December 1991 (FY 1992). 
Finally, in September 1991, the Commit- 


tee approved FY 1992 funding for a Nevada 
resource center. 

Resource Centers provided direct rep- 
resentation in 141 death sentence federal 
habeas corpus cases in FY 1991 and pro- 
vided assistance and expert advice to attor- 
neys in 529 cases. 


Summary of Federal 
Defender FY 1991 
Statistics 


Although a final accounting has not 
yet been completed, the cost of operating 
federal defender organizations during FY 
1991 is estimated to be $70,998,000 
($69,949,000 for Federal Defender Organi- 
zations plus $1,049,000 expert services for 
Community Defender Organizations) or ap- 
proximately 5.9% less than the amount 
authorized ($75,461,000). Approximately 
80.0% of the cost of the operation of federal 
defender organizations in FY 1991 is attrib- 
utable to payments for personnel compen- 
sation and benefits. 

In FY 1991, federal defenders (exclud- 
ing representation by death penalty re- 
source centers) opened 37,893 cases and 
closed 37,148 cases [MO(W) U.S. Medical 
Center appointments are not included in 
these figures]. The community defender 
organization for the Southern District of 
California experienced the greatest casel- 
oad activity of all federal defender or- 
ganizations, with 5,986 case openings and 
6,017 case closings. Of the cases closed, 
2,787 were related to immigration and petty 
offenses. 

Based upon original budget and grant 
submissions, as a group, federal defenders 
realized 88.5% of their projected caseloads. 
This compares with 86.9% and 96.5% for 
fiscal years 1990 and 1989, respectively. 
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